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-Adulterations : Antiseptics in food, No. 14, 6, 


 Anti-Adulteration Society, No. 15, 6, and 


_, Carlisle, No. 9, 5, and Dudley Town 


Council, No. 19, 7, and Dudley, No. 12, 9, 


and Grocers Federation, No..10, 10, and St. 
. Martin’s Vestry,-No. 25, 9, and Tunbridge 


Wells, No. 20, 7, ‘‘ Burking,’”’ by Rugby 


L.B., No. 3, 9, by Dudley, No. 8, 9, by 


Sunderland, No. 8, 3, Chester, No. 11, 2, 
Jolourings and Preservatives in Food, No. 
11, 8, Deputation to Local Government 


Board, No.17, 8 & 9, Derbyshire “ Burking,” 


No. 10, 2, Disgraceful Devonport, No. 11, 5, 
Disinfectants, No. 15,5, Essex C.C., No. 
11, 2, Forms of Colourings, Poisonous, &c., 


No. 9, 5, Holland and Kesteven, No. 12, 9, 


Isle of Wight Magistrates, No. 12, 3, Leith, 
>. agisterial Vagaries, No. 16,11, 
Montgomeryshire C.C., No. 21, 9, Nitrates, 
No. 15, 3, Outside Analyst Certificates, 
No. 8, 4, Preservatives iu Food, No. 10, 8, 
Restaurant Frauds, No. 23,10, Rotherhithe, 
No. 5, 10, St. George, Hanover-square and 
Somerset House, No. 12, 7, Trowbridge, 
No. 12, 3, Truro, No. 11, 5, West Suffolk, 
No. 11, 2, Why Acts a Failure, No. 1, 6. 


Adulteration Acts and Agricultural Depres- 


J 


>, 


sion, No. 8, 6, and Official Report, No. 
13, 8, No. 14, 9, and Government, No. 3, 7, 
Old Punishments, No. 1, 7. 


- Adulterated Food, Dagonet on, No. 1, 3. 
Agriculture and Adulteration Acts, No. 8, 6, 


No. 11, 3, Board of, and Nitrate Adultera- 


4 tion, No. 15, 3, Central and Associated 


Chambers and Milk, No. 24, 7, Department 
on Milk and Butter Frauds, No. 18, 7, How 
to Encourage, No. 4, 6, Obtuseness on 
Milk Standards, No. 18, 3. 


Allen, A. H., on Coffeé Adalterations, No. 7, 


83, Copy Correspondence, No. 21, 10, Sweet 
Spirit of Nitre and Dr. Bell, No. 21, 3. 


Analyses: Bovril, No. 24, 6, Chocolate 


Menier, No. 14, 8, Clarke’s Blood Mixture, 
No. 4, 9, Cocoas, Blooker’s, Epp’s, Fry’s, 
Van Houten’s, Rowntrees, Schweitzers, 
No. 14, 8, Coleman’s Wincarni:, No. 25, 4, 
Condensed Milk, No. 14, 4, Holloway’s 
Pills, No. 20, 8, Sequah’s Prairie Flower, 
No. 4, 9, Tuson’s Disinfectants, No. 15, 5, 
Valentine’s Meat Juice, No. 25, 5. 


Analysts and Magistrates, No. 8, 4, No. 9, 8. 


Analysts and Puffing Testimonials, No. 7, 
69, Lancet on, No. 15, 11. 


Analysts, Public and the State, No. 7, 8, 


Status of, No. 25, 9, Remuneration, No. 
26, 8. 


% Analysts and Inspectors Reports : Aston, No. 


25, 13, Berkshire, No. 15, 8, Birmingham, 
No. 2, 3, Camberwell, No. 11, 9, No. 18, 9, 
Cheshire, No. 3, 3, Chester, No. 14, 3, 
Chiswick, No, 23, 8, Derbyshire, No. 10, 2, 
_ Durhsem, No. 15, 4, No. 26, 9, Durham, 
Mr. B, Scott-Elder’s Report, No. 26, 9, 











+. OPE 7 : 
NOTE. No. 14, 6, means No. 14, page 6. 


Essex, C.C. No. 12, 9, No. 23, 8, Glamor- 
gan, No. 7, 7, Holland, Lincolnshire, No. 
. 14, 3, Huddersfield, No. 25, 12, Kent, No. 
18, 8, Kesteven, No. 16, 10, Kidderminstar, 
No. 14, 3, Lincoln,. No. 10, 3, Lindsey, 
C. C., No. 26, 9, Marylebone, No. 18, 8, 
No. 25, 9, Norfolk, No. 12, 9, Nottingham- 
shire, No. 15, 9, No. 20, 11, No. 25, 9, 
Paddington, No. 24, 6, Poplar, No. 25, 12, 
Rugby, No. 2, 3, Salford, No. 13, 5, No. 
23,8, Southampton, No. 14, 3, St. George’s, 
Hanover Square, No, 2, 3, Staffordshire, 
No. 25, 12, Strand, No. 25, 12, West 
Sussex, No. 19, 9, Wiltshire, No. 18, 8, 
Worcestershire, C.C., No. 21, 6. : 


Angell. Analysts and Magistrates, No. 9, 8. 
Anti-Adulteration Society, No. 15, 6. 


Antiseptics in Food, No. 14, 6, British 
Medical Journal on. No. 15, 11, No. 16, 3, 
Dr. Foster, &c., C. H. Cassal on, No. 16, 3. 


Bacon : Frauds and the Irish Viceroy, No, 23, 
7, Inferiority of American, and Frauds 
No. 19, 7, Lipton’s Prosecutions, No. 19, 
10. 


Baking Powder: No. 4, 6, No. 6, 6, No. 10, 
7, No. 13, 3, No. 22, 3, First Conviction, 
No; 25, 5. 


Bannister, R., Extraordinary Letter on Beer, 
No. 5, 10, as Shopkeeper, No. 13, 6. 


Barley, why decreased in Kngland, No, 23, 10. 


Barwise, Dr., Report on Swindling Carbolic, 
No. 26, 3. 


Beer Adultaration, Abominations of, No. 4, 
6, No. 6, 5, and Butter Fines, Contrast, No. 
25,8, Dr. Teedon, No. 18,6, Dr. Moritz on, 
No. 18, 8, Legislation and Swindles in 
Beer, Dr. Teed on, No. 18, 6, Madras 
Times on, No. 16, 7, Result of Mr. Glad- 
stone’s Repeal of Duty, No. 18, 3, Salt in, 
No. 5, 7, No. 7, 6, No. 9, 7, and 9, No. 12, 5, 
No. 18, 6. 


Bell, Dr. (Somerset House), Milk Analysis, 
No. 11, 6 (see Somerset House). 


Berridge, Bequest, No. 11, 7. 

Biron, Ridiculous Fines, No. 12, 10, No. 13,11. 
Boric Acid, Cassal, No. 2, 3, No. 16, 3. 
Bovril Analysis, by Harkness, No. 16, 3. 


British Medical Journal on Somerset House 
Analysts, No. 16, 9. 


British Institute of Public Health, Annual 
Meeting, No. 2, 9, No. 3, 10. 

Brown, Professor, G.T., C.B., on Condensed 
Milk, No. 25, 3. 

Brown, William, and Milk Adulteration 
Prosecution, £20 fine, No. 17, 4, 6. 


Butter: Australian, No. 16, 4, and Beer 
fines, Contrast to, No. 25, 8, and Popular 
Test for Adulteration, No. 8, 7, Colossal 
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Frauds by London Mammoth Stores, No. 
17, 7, Danish Adulteration, No. 13, LI, 
Danish v. English, and Magistrates, No. 
15, 9, English” in Demand, No. 24, 8, 
Experiment with Blind Persons, No. Li, 
11, Hamburg Adulterations, No. 1,°8, 
Hamburg Frauds, No. 26, 7, Proposal to 
Check Fraud, No. 6,7, Raasons against 
Customs Examination, No. 7, 11, Salford 
Stipendiary and the Law, No. 24,9, Somer- 
set House Analytical Incapacity, No. 10, 6, 
Somerset House Incapacity to Analyse, 
No. 17, 3, Somerset House and Waiter in, 
No. 12, 6, the Grocer, No. 8, 7, Water in, 
* No. 21, 7, Water in, Limerick Convictions, 
No. 26, 10, Water in, Prosecution, No. 18, 
11, Water in, Prosecution at Burnley, No. 
25, 8, What other Countries do, No. 24, 8. 


Cadbury’s Cocoa, No. 14, 8. 


Cameron, M.P., Bill to Amend Food and 
Drugs Acts, and Cornwall Analyst, No.1, 3, 
and Otto Hehner, No. 7, 8. 


Capers, Spanish, No. 7, 9. 


Cassal, C. E., on Boric Acid, Vinegar, Sali- 
cylic, Warranties, and Cameron’s Bill, 
No. 2, 3, Somerset Honse, No. 2,8, and 
Somerset House Milk Analyses, No. 12, 7, 
Water, No. il, 2. 


Chicory, French, No. 21, 7. 
China, Curious Trades, No. 1, 8. 
Chlorodyne, Browne’s, Prosecution, No. 19, 6. 


Cholera and Disinfectants, No. 26, 7, and 
Hops, No. 12, 10, Citric Acid, No. 3, 9, 
Precautions, No. 1, 9, No. 3, 7, and 9, 
Seare, No. 5, 7. 


Cloth: Adulteration Progecution, No. 26, 8. 


Cocoa: Adulterations, No. 10, 3, No. 14, 8, 
Ystrad Case, No.,26, 8. 


Coffee: Adulterations, No. 4, 8, No. 7, 3, and 
Somerset House Analysts, No. 17, 3, French 
Prosecution, No. 23, 9, Houses and Fraud 
in Butter, Conviction, No. 19, 7, P.-c. 
charged with Perjury, No. 18, 9. 


Colman’s Mustard, and Grocer’s Federation, 
No. 18, 7, and Mr. Bryant, No. 20, 7, Con- 
viction, Cardiff, No. 11, 9, Grocers Pro- 
tests against Adulteration of, No, 19, 8, 
Prosecution, Bristol, No. 16, 4. 


Colourings and Preservatives in Food, No. 
11, 8, No. 9, 5, No. 10, 8, British Medical 
Journal on, No. 18, 11. 


Condensed Milk: No. 1, 3, Analyses, No. 14, 
4, Appeal, No. 24, 7, Memorial Frauds, 
No. 4, 7, Professor and Solicitor’s Science, 
No. 25, 3, No. 25, 8, Prosecution, Brent- 
ford, No. 22, 7. 


Confectionery : Poisonous Sweets, No. 2, 7. 


Co-operative Stores and Dishonest Weig ts, 
No. 20, 7, Prosecution for Water in Butter, 
No. 25, 8. 








Correspondence : Adulteration Acts (Carlisle) 
No. 9, 5, Analysts and Magistrates, No. 9, 
8, A Food Inspector on Somerset House, 
No. 14, 10, Butterine, No. 7, 11, Burton- 
on-Trent Milk case, No. 22, 10, Dairy Pro- 
duce Defence Association, No. 22, 10, 
Impure Mustard, No. 12, 9, Irish Viceroy 
and Irish Industries, No. 25, 14, Merchan- 
dise Marks Act, No. 19, 10, Paregoric and 
the Pharmacopeia, No. 20, 9, Salford 
Butter Prosecution, No. 25, 13, Somerset 
House Laboratory, No. 21, 10. 


Count Mattei, Mr. W. T. Stead and the 
Faculty, No. 2, 7. ; 


Dagonet on Diseased Meat, No. 1, 3. 
Dairy Farmer’s Conference, No. 24, 9. 


Dairy Produce Defence Association, No. 21, 
9, No. 22, 10. 


Dairy Products Utilisation of Waste, No. 26, 
10. 


Danish Butter Appeal, No. 17, 11. 


Danish Government Butter Prosecution, No. 
(Beale 


Disgraceful Devonport, No. 11, 5. 


Disinfectants : Corrosive Sublimate and Car- 
bolic, No. 26, 7, Deaths by Swindling, No. 
26, 3, How to make, No. 2, 8, Victoria 
Carbolie Swindle, No. 25, 9. 


Drug Adulterations, No. 4, 10, No. 7,10, No. 
13, 6, No. 26, 7, Prosecutions, No. 26, 10. 


Diunkenness, Convictions, No. 1, 10, Keeley 
and Lancet, No. 4, 9, Quack Cures for, No. 
3, 9. 


Dudley and Adulteration, No. 8, 9, No. 12, 9. 


Eggs, Rotten Russian, No. 17, 6. 
Epidemic: A Premium on, No. 8, 7. 
Epps’ Cocoa, No. 14, 8, Conviction, Harles- 


den, No. 25, 7, Prosecution and Facsimile 
Label, No. 18, 5. 


Fever Hospital Scandal, No. 7, 5, 
Fines Inadequate, No. 6, 4, Biron, No. 12, 
10. 


Flour Adulteration, No. 1, 8. 
Fowler, The Right Hon., and his Salary, No. 
9, 


Fruit from Cholera Ports, No. 6, 7, No. 7, 7, 
from Hamburg, and Cholera—Death, No. 
9, 6. 

Fry’s Pearl Cocoa, Conviction, No. 19, 7, 
Conviction at Ystrad, No. 25, 7, Prosecu- 


tion, No. 1, 4, Prosecution, Merthyr, No, 
7 are 


Gardner, Herbert, and hig Salary, No. 18, 6, 
and Milk Standards, No. 18, 3. 


Gin, Queer Case, No. 16, 7, Coates, No. 18, 5. 
Gloucester Water Supply, No. 11, 8. 
Grapes, Seizure, Islington, No. 16, 7. 


Grocer, The, and Alum in Baking Powder, 
No. 10, 7, No. 22, 8, No. 25, 9, and Butter, 
No. 8, 7. 


Grogging in Belfast, No. 21, 8. 


Hammersmith and its Analyst, No. 8, 5. 


Uarkness, Astounding Analysis of Bovyril, 
No. 16, 3. 


Harris, Dr. A. E., Insanitary Board Schools, 
No. 19,11, No. 23, 8, Seizure, Unsound 
Grapes, No. 16, 6, Report to Islington, No. 
24, 10. 

Hehner, Otto, on Ptomaines and Tinned 
Meats, No. 17, 5, on Salt in Beer, No. 18, 
8. 


Till, Dr. Bostock, and Gin, Extraordinary 
Opinion, No. 16, 7, and Somerset House, 
No. 18, 5. 


3iops and Cholera, No. 12, 10. 








Ice Cream Infection, No. 7, 11, No. 17, 6. 
Inadequate Fines, No. 6, 4. 


‘Inspectors, Assault on, No. 24,6, Hints for, 


No. 20, 8, Uniformed, No. 24, 9, 
Intoxicants, Dr. Shorthouse on, No. 1, 8. 


Jam Fruit from Cholera Districts, No. 6, 7, 
No. 7, 7, No. 9, 6. Seizure in Islington, 
No. 24,9, Trade Journals and Adulteration, 
Apples as Plum Jam, No, 9, 7. 


Kilv ert’s Lard Prosecutions, No. 17, 7, No. 
19, 9. 


Lard and Somerset House, No. 26, 7. Ban- 
croft’s, Kilvert’s, Lewis and Co.’s, No. 17, 
7, Bancroft’s Summons dismissed, No. 18, 
10, Hartlepool Prosecutions, No. 22, 11, 
Huddersfield case, American Advertise- 
ments, No. 13, 6, Stearine bunkum, No. 
18, 6. 


Leading Articles: Adulterated Nitrates, No. 
15, 3, Agricultural Acts and Agricultural 
Depression, No, 8, 6, Alum in Baking 
Powder, No. 6, 6, A Ministry of Public 
Health, No. 23, 3, Antiseptics in Food, No. 
14, 6, Baking Powder, No. 4, 6, Bells, Dr., 
Milk Analysis, No. 11,6, Beer Adultera- 
tion, No. 5, 6, Condensed Milk, No. 25, 3, 
Death from Cholera by Hamburg Fruit, 
No. 9, 6, Disease and Disinfectants, No. 
26, 3, Government and Public Health, No. 
3, 6, How not to Analyse Milk, No. 19, 3, 
Necessity for an Amended Margarine Act, 
No. 2, 6, Official Obtuseness, No. 18, 3, 
Public Analysts, the Inland Revenue and 
Somerset House, No. 10, 6, Somerset 
House and Adulteration, No. 7, 6, Somerset 
House and Chemical Analyses, No. 21, 3, 
Somerset House and Water in Butter, No. 
12, 6, Somerset House Becomes Less 
Ignorant, No. 24, 8, Somerset House 
Chemists as Shopkeepers, No. 13, 6, Somer- 
set House Chemists Find a Defender, No. 
22, 38, Somerset House Chemists as 
Sweaters, No. 20, 3, Somerset House 
Chemists and the Grocer’s Deputation, No. 
17, 3, Somerset House Food Referees as 
Trade Analysts, No. 16, 3, Why are the 
Adulteration Acts a Failure, No. 1, 6. 


Lipton’s, and Irish Viceroy, No. 23, 7, Bacon 
Prosecutions, No. 19, 10, Hams and Save- 
loys, A Study in Puffery, No. 19, 7. Rotten 
Saveloys, No. 6, 5. 


Local Government Board and Deputation of 
Grocers, No, 17, 9, Official Report on Acts, 
No. 13, 8, No. 14, 9, Protest against Somer- 
es ous Analysts by St. George’s Vestry, 

o. 12, 7. 


London Markets, No. 1, 7. 


Magisterial Enemies of Society, No. 22, 9. 
Mansion House Council Humbug, No. 11, 7. 


Margarine, American Board of Agriculture 
report on filthy fats, soap grease, and 
refuse pork in, No. 1, 8, and Bristol and 
Manchester Grocers, No. 7, 9, and Bir- 
mingham Grocers, No. 15, 9, How to en- 
force Acts, No. 16, 11, Maypole Dairy on, 
No. 15, 9, Mr. Jump on, No. 17, 6, Mr. H. 
Plunkett, No. 24, 7, Necessity for Amended 
Act, No. 2, 6. 


Matches and Disease, No. 7, 9. 


Meat—Absurdities of the Law on Diseased, 
No. 3, 7, Public Meat Supply, No. 4, 5, 
No. 5, 3, Preston and Slink Meat, No. 9, 5, 
No. 13, 3, Preserving Industry in Australia, 
No. 21, 11, Seizure, Edinburgh, No. 26, 9. 


Meat Extract Revelations, No, 25, 4. 


Medical Journals and “ Infamous Conduct,” 
No. 11, 3. 


Medical Officers, and Vestries, No. 8, 5, 
Accrington, No, 5,5, Combined Appoint- 
ments, Hackney, No. 12, 10, Inadequate 
Pay, No. 3, 9, Remuneration and Appoint- 
ments, No. 14, 7. 


Medical Officers* Reports :. Battersea, No.5, “3 
5, Birkenhead; No. 4, 8, Derbyshire, No.12, 
8, Dublin, No. 13, 3, Huddersfield, No. 25, 
8, Islington, No. 24, 10, Strand, No. 25, 8. 


Merchandise Marks Act, Bogus Branding, 
No. 21, 8, Clothing Prosecutions, No. 26, 
8, Frauds, No. 19, 10. 


Milk, Antiseptics in, No. 14, 6, and Dairy- 


maid, No, 14, 11, and Sheffield Stipendiary, 
No. 18, 6, Analyses in Scotland, No. 25, 8, 
Cassal on Somerset House Ignorance, No. 
12, 7, Deputation to Roard of Agriculture, 
No. 18, 7, Dirty, No, 21, 7, Frauds,|No. 9, 3, 
Herbert Gardner’s Ignorance upon, No. 18, 
3, How Somerret House cannot Analyse it, 
No. 19, 3, Important Claim, No. 16, 10, 
Interesting Legal Point, No. 20, 8, Somerset 
House Fosters Adulteration of, No. 10, 6, 
W. Brown £20 Fine, No. 17, 6. 


Milk Condensed and Infant Mortality (see 
Condensed Milk), No. 1, 3. 


Mineral Water Adulterations, No. 4, 10, No. 


Mustard Adulteration, Colman’s, No. 10, 5, 
No. 11,7. Mr. Truman on, No. 12, 9. 


Nitrates, Adulteration, No. 10, 3, No. 15, 3. 


Nitre, Sweet Spirit, and Somerset House, 
No. 21, 


Our Looking Glass: Accrington Gazette, No. 
8, 3, Birmingham Post, No. 3, 3, british 
Medical Journal, No. 15, 11, Christian 
Million, No. 8.3%, Clarion, No. 9, 7, No. 
11, 8, Daily Chronicle, No. 7, 3, Dublin 
Evening Telegraph, No. 23, 8, Freeman’s 
Journal, No. 4, 5, Irish Daily Independent, 
No. 5, 11, Irish Times, No. 4, 5, Justice, 
No. 9,7, No. 11, 3, Lancet. No. 15, 11, 
Midland Evening News, No. 10, 3, 
Morning Leader and Music Hall, No. 3, 3, 
Newsagent, No. 4, 5, Penny Illustrated 
Paper, No. 6, 8, Public Health, No. 10, 3, 
Scottish Leader, No. 5, 11, Search Lignt, 
No. 6, 3, Sporting Mirror, No. 11, 3, Star, 
No. 3, 3, Weekly Star, No. 7, 3, Western 
Daily Mercury, No. 6, 3. 


Patent Medicines, Analyses and Poisons, 
No. 4, 9, No. 6, 10, Prosecution, No. 21, 10, 
Poisoning, No. 25, 9, Scandals, No. 20, 8. 


Pharmacopceia and Adulteration, No. 24, 10, 
and Paregoric, No. 20, 9. 


Philanthropic Deadheads, No. 11, 7. 


Poisoning by Berries, No. 1, 11, by Foul 
Gas, No. 4, 10, No. 6, 11. 


Poison Bottles, need for a special shape, 
No. 4, 10, No. 12, 11, No. 16, 7, No. 24, 7, 
No. 26, 7. 


Preservatives in Food, No. 10, 8, No. 16, 3, 
Legislation against, No. 16, 3. 


Preston, Slink Meat Trade, No. 4,8, No. 9, 
5, No. 12, 8, No. 13, 3, No. 22, 8. 


Prosecutions :— 


Baking Powder: Dean, No. 4, 4. Morgan, 
No. 25, 8. 


Beer: Baker, No. 13, 5, Bate, No. 18, 4, 
Bevan, No. 2, 5, Brown, No. 22, 5, 
Davis, No. 15, 4, Eaton, No. 20, 5, 
Farquhar, No. 13, 5, Gordon, No. 10, 4, 
Griffiths, No. 2, 5, Hart, No. 22, 6, 
Hooper, No, 15, 4, Howe, No. 23, 6, 
Hubbard, No. 23, 6, Hutchings, No. 23, 6, 
Knight, No. 22, 6, Llewellyn, No. 6, 4, 
Nye, No. 22, 6, Page, No. 13, 5, Parsons, 
No. 16, 8, Protheroe, No. 6, 4, Russell, 
No. 23, 6, Sheath, No. 10, 4, Shoot, No. 
9, 9, Vale, No. 26, 5, Williams, No. 2, 
5, Young, No. 20, 5, No. 22, 5. 


Bone Meal: Culverwell, No. 14, 5. 


Butter and Margarine: Appleton, No. 14, 
5, Appleyard, No. 13, 11, Bardsley, No. 
23, 5, Barr, No. 24, 4, Black, No. 20, 4 
Bowen, No. 1, 5, Brown, No. 24, 4, 
Bryce, No. 7, 4, Burnside, No. 24, 4, 
Burton, No. 20, 4, Butcher, No. 21, 4 
Byrne, No. 22, 4, Carter, No. 22, 4’ 





. Chambers, No, 12, 4, Clarke, No. 14, 5, 
No. 238, 5, Clements, No. 13, 4, Clift, No. 
20, 4, Cobley, No. 26, 4, Cogan, No. 22, 
4, Collins, No. 3, 4, Corcoran, No. 16, 
8, Cowley, No. 10, 4, Crack, No. 21, 3, 
Cronshaw, No. 4, 5, Crowley, No. 3, 4, 
Cupper, No. 20, 4, Davis, No. 26, 5, 
Davies, No. 23, 6, Darby, No. 21, 4, 
Dillane, No. 19, 4, Donaghy, No. 17, 
11, Drew, No. 21, 4, Easredale, 
No. 16, 8, Edwards, No. 20, 4, 
Evans, No. 5, 4, Fisher, No. 17, 11, No.18, 
4, Gibbs, No. 11, 4, Gleaves, No. 18, 4, 
Glossop, No. 1, 5, Gorst, No. 17, 11, 
Gower, No. 21, 4, Graham, No. 22, 4, 
Greenwood and Anderton, No. 20, 4. 
Griffiths, No. 14, 5, Grubb, No. 24, 4, 
Haile, No. 20, 5, Handley, No. 17, 11, 
Hardeman, No. 20, 5, Hoadley, No. 2, 
4, Holt, No. 17, 11, Horan, No. 23, 6, 
Hughes, No. 8, 4, Hulbert, No. 15, 
4, Hunt, No. 20, 4 and 5, Hurlbert, No. 
14, 4, Jones, No. 20, 5, No. 21, 3, Jump, 
No. 18, 11, Kennedy, No. 12, 4, Kings, 
No. 26, 7, Knowles; No. 12, 4, Laughton, 
No. 13, 11, Law, No. 23, 5, Lawrence, 
No. 5, 4, Lewis, No. 26, 4, Luckett, No. 
24, 8, Macaulay, No. 25, 11, Mackrell, 
No. 9, 4, Marsh, No. 13, 4, Martin, No. 
20, 4, M‘Sweeny, No. 8, 4, Mateer, No. 
18, 4, Matterson, No. 8, 4, Mills, No. 23, 
6, Morris, No. 7, 4, Nevitt, No. 10, 4, 
Newell, No. 22, 4, O’Callaghan, No. 3, 4, 
O’Neil, No. 11, 4, O’Neill, No. 8, 4, No. 
24, 4, Palling, No. 11, 4, Pawson, No. 12, 
_A, Philips, No. 19, 4, Rayner, No. 24, 4, 
Regan, No. 3, 4, Richards, No. 20, 4, 
Richardson, No. 17, 11, Rigby, No. 26, 5, 
~ Robinson, No. 14, 5, Rooney, No. 17, 11, 
No. 18, 4, Ryan, No. 26, 16, Sabine, No. 
17, 11, Sainsbury No. 21, 5, Seeley, No. 
2i, 3, Scott, No. 10, 4, Sharp, No. 1, 5, 
Shea, No. 3, 4, Sizer Smith, No. 5, 4, No. 
22, 4, Somerton, No. 13, 11, Soutar, No. 
22,4, Stanley, No. 1, 5, Sullivan, No. 3, 4, 
Swancott, No. 13, 4, Taylor, No. 7, 4, 
No. 14, 4, Tee, No. 22, 3, Thescutt, No. 
25, 11, Thomson, No. 10, 4, Tingle, No. 
20, 4, Tomkins, No. 7, 4, Toop, No. 14, 
4, Torkington, No. 24, 9, Vasteri, No. 16, 
9, Vine, No. 23, 6, Waldon, No. 22, 4, 
Wale, No. 13, 4, Walpole, No. 12, 4, 
Webb, No. 13, 11, Weeks, No. 19, 4, No. 
22, 4, White, No. 20, 5, Wilkins, No. 21, 
3, No. 22, 4, Williams, No. 14,4, No. 19, 
5, Wilson, No. 9,4, No. 16,8, Woodward, 
No. 1, 5. 


Cheese: Batty, No. 26, 6, Thompson, No. 
13, 4, Willson, No. 19, 3. 


Coal: Newcastle Colliery Owners Associa- 
tion, No. 2, 5. 


Cocca: Attfield, No. 25, 7, Coorer, No. 18, 
4, Davies, No. 16, 8, Ebbutt, No. J, 5, 
Evans, No. 21, 5, No. 25, 7, Hutchings, 
No. 21, 5, Moorcroft, No. 26, 5, Steele, 
No. 1, 4, Thornton, No. 17, 4. 


Coffee: Allonby, No. 17, 4, Bence, No. 12, 
5, Bennett, No. 3, 4, Boadle, No. 12, 4, 
Bruce, No. 24, 5, Bull, No. 12, 4, Cor- 
coran, No. 16, 8, Cull, No. 14, 5, Dann, 
No. 23, 9, David, No. 10, 4, Davis, No. 
19, 4, Davod, No. 26, 5, Doody, No. 11, 
4, Dunbar, No. 24, 4, EHasedale, No. 16, 
8, Edgcumbe, No. 6, 4, Elton, No. 7, 
4, Graham, No. 17, 4, Gibson, No. 23, 
9, Gloucester Co-operative and In- 
dustrial Society, No. 21, 6, No. 22, 7, 
Green, No. 2,4, Hoadley, No. 2, 4, Home 
and Colonial Stores, No. 3, 4, Hough, 
No. 26, 5, John, No. 16, 8, Jones, No. 3, 4 
12, 4, No. 21, 6, No. 24, 5, Kelly, No. 
23, 9, Longwade. No. 17, 4, Marsh, No. 
13, 4, Morgan, No. 22, 7, Noon, No. 11, 
4, Otter, No. 23, 9, Pamment, No. 7, 4, 
Parker, No. 6, 4, Parsons, No. 1, 5, 
Parton, No. 16, 8, Perrin, No. 6, 4, Phil- 
lips, No. 12, 4, Price, No. 10, 4, No. 26, 4, 
Sandifer, No. 2, 4, Snowden, No. 1, 5, 
Spouse, No. 17, 4, Stidstone, No. 6, 4, 
Stokoe, No. 20, 6, Williams, No. 16, 8, 
No. 21, 6. Woodhouse, No. 11, 4, No. 
21, 6, No. 22, 7, Wright, No. 13, 4. 

Condensed Milk: Daniels, No. 26, 6, Platt, 
No. 22, 7, Reynolds, No. 25, 11, Wright, 
No. 22, 7. 
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Drugs: Bailey, No. 20, 9, Bedells, No. 13, 


5, Beilby, No. 1, 4, Berry, No. 13, 5, 
Burnett, No. 26, 6, Caswell, No. 26, 6, 
Cook, No. 21, 6, Crosby, No. 11, 5, Duff, 
No. 11, 5, Fletcher, No. 11, 5, Godsell, 
No. 26, 6, Hanson, No. 8, 4, King, No. 
1, 4, Lumley, No. 1, 4, Martin, No. 9, 4, 
Murison, No. 26, 10, Robinson, No. 20, 
6, Sims, No. 23, 7, Thompson, No. ?1, 
10, Thorre, No. 23, 7, Webster, No. 8, 4, 
White, No. 9, 4, Widdowson, No. 1, 4. 


Fish ; Adams, No. 7, 8, Bewley, No. 20, 9, 
Gibson, No. 12, 11, Harmer, No, 22, 10, 
Makin, No. 26, 6, Mitchell, No, 11, 11, 
Walker, No. 13, 11, Wren, No. 24, 5. 


Fruit; Cockerell, No. 6, 9, Davies, No. 7, 
8, Pindar, No. 14, 9, Sear, No. 10, 11, 
Seed, No. 18, 4, Stokes, No. 6, 9. 


Lard : Bancroft & Co., No. 17, 7, Clennett, 


No. 22, 11, Gorely, No. 20, 5, No. 21, 5, 
Kaye, No. 13, 6, Kilvert, No. 17, 7, 
Lewis & Sons, No. 17, 7, Mills, No. 22, 
11, Rowe, No. 22, 11, Sexton, No. 1, 4, 
Shanks, No. 22, 7. 


Meat: Ayre, No. 18, 10, Baldock, No. 19, 5, 
Ball, No. 26, 6, Basnett, No. 8, 11, Beasley, 
No. 22, 10, Beer, No. 20, 10, Braidwood, 
No. 14, 9, Brown, No. 11, 11. Butterfield, 
No.21, 7, Challen, No.6, 9, Chill, No.8, 11, 
Coghlan, No. 23, 11, Davies, No. 16, 
9, Ellidge, No. 24, 6, Fawcett, No. 16, 9, 
Franks, No. 15, 10, Green, No. 19, 5, 
Hays, No. 19, 5, Hayman, No. 16, 9, 
Huggett, No. 9, 8, Johns, No. 5, 4, Kin- 
loch, No. 25, 13, Lake, No. 5, 4, Lalor, 
No. 6, 9, Lawless, No. 6, 9, Long, No. 


19, 5, Mayes, No. 9, 8, M’Evoy, No. 13,: 


11, Mostyn, No. 22, 8, Packer, No. 7, 8, 
Pearce, No. 22, 8, Phillips, No. 12, 11, 
Quick, No. 6, 9, Taylor, No. 22, 8, 
Teeling, No. 23,11, Wsinwright. No. 24, 
6, Wells, No. 26,6, Westcott, No. 6, 9, 
Willis, No. 12, 11, Willison, No. 24, 6, 
Wright, No. 5, 4, Young, No. 9, 8. 


Milk: Agar, No. 25,10, Alexander, No. 17, 
4, Allen, No. 12, 4, Alpin, No. 14, 4, 
Appleford, No. 12, 4, Appleton, No. 16, 
8, Ashmole, No. 23, 4, Ayton, No. 12, 4, 
Bachelor, No. 26, 4, Bailey, No. 14, 4, 
Baker, No. 25, 10, Batt, No. 1, 5, Beck, 
No. 13, 4, Beckett, No. 7,4, Billinghurst, 

‘No. 19, 4, Bird, No. 23, 4, Blackert, No. 
22, 5, Blackmore, No. 23, 4, Bourne, 20, 
6, Brereton, No. 11, 4, Brewer, No. 21, 4, 
Brown,No.17,4,No.22,5, Brownlee,No.19, 
4, Bunce, No. 25, 10, Burrows, No. 19, 4, 
Butters, No. 21, 5, Butterworth, No. 20, 
6, Capon, 26, 4, Chalk, No. 18, 4, Charles- 
ton, No. 1,5, Chew, No. 23, 4, No. 25, 10, 
Coady, No. 14, 4, Coates, No. 8, 4, Cole, 
No. 20, 6, Commins, No. 14, 4, Coomber, 
No. 12, 4, Cottrell, No. 5, 4, Craddock, 
No. 21, 5, Cummings, No. 9, 4, Dan- 
cocks, No. 10,4, Davey, No. 26, 4, Davies, 
No. 24, 4, No. 26, 4, Davie, No. 5, 4, Dodd, 
No. 25, 10, Doherty, No. 12, 3, Dowling, 
No. 12, 4, Doyle, No. 5, 4, No. 12, 
4, Dunn, No. 17, 4, Dunne, No. 14, 4, 
Edwards, No. 23, 4, Ellison, No. 19, 4, 
Ensor, No. 21, 4 and 5, Essen, No. 23, 4, 
Fagan, No. 1, 5, Farmer’s Direct Supply 
Company, No. 14, 4, Fawcett, No. 21, 4, 
Field, No. 1, 5, No. 23, 4, Fletcher, No. 
12, 4, Fox, No. 7, 4, Freck, No. 12, 4, 
Freeman, No. 14, 4, Fullows, No. 22, 5, 
Galloway, No. 7, 4, Game, No. 12, 4, 
Goodale, No. 26, 4, Gosling, No. 5, 4, 
Grace, No. 7, 4, Graythorne, No. 24, 4, 
Green, No. 11, 4, Groombridge, No. 13, 
4, Hail, No. 12, 4, Hall, No. 17, 4, 
Halligan, No. 21, 5, Hancock, No. 16, 8, 
Handsley, No. 12, 4, No. 23, 4, Hanlon, 
No. 11, 4, Hann, 10, 4, Harlon, No. 1, 5, 
Harris, No. 21, 4, No. 23, 5, No. 25, 10, 
No. 26, 4, Hayes, No. 20, 6, Hemmings, 
No. 9, 4, Henderson, No. 12, 4, Henwood, 
No. 17, 4, Hoare, No. 21, 5, Holderness, 
No. 19, 4, Holt, No. 18, 4, Holte, No. 17, 
4, Howard, No. 11, 4, Howes, No. 20, 6, 
Hoghes, No. 20, 6, Hyatt, No. 23, 4, 
Byland, No. 1, 5, Jackson, No. 10,4, No. 
11, 4, No. 13, 4, No. 26,4, Jefferies, No. 
14, 4, Jenkins, No 20, 6, Johnson, No. 
26, 4, Jones, No. 14, 4, No. 20, 6, No. 23, 
5, Jordsn, No. 17, 4, Julier, No. 21, 4, 
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Kavanagh, No. 21, 5, Kesne, No, 14, 4, 
Keegan, No. 1, 5, Kelly, No. 1, 5, Ken- 
nett, No. 21, 5, Keogh, No. 1, 5, Kitchin, 
No. 12, 4, Lade, No. 13, 4, Lawlor, 
No. 5, 4, Leatherbarrow, No. 12, 4, 
Leigh, No. 21, 5, Lewry, No. 23, 4, 
Lloyd, No. 24, 4, Lockley, No. 19, 4 
Long, No. 22, 5, Lynch, No. 5, 4 
Mect-ill, No. 12, 3, Magan, No. 1,5 
Maror, No. 22, 5, Maron, No. 18, 3, 
Mather, No. 21, 5, May, No. 26, 4, 
M’Cabe, No. 11, 4, No. 21, 5, Melmonth, 
No. 26, 4, M’Grath, No. 14, 4, Morgan, 
No, 19, 4, M’Tear, No. 12, 4, Mudd, No. 
11, 4, Muir, No. 16, 8, Munson, No. 12, 
4, Murgstroyd, No. 22,5, Needham, No. 
24, 4, Newman, No. 7, 4, Nolan, No. 11, 
4, Nuvn, No. 13, 4, Osborne, No. 1, 5, 
O’Toole, No. 12, 4, Owen, No. 22,5, No. 
24, 4, Owens, No. -25, 10, Parsons, No. 
20, 6, Payne, No. 7,4, Penman, No, 12, 4, 
Peters,No.12,4, Phillips,No.12,4,No.19,4, 
Platt, No.12, 4, Pratt, No. 12, 4, Pres- 
cott, No. 22, 5, Price, No. 13, 4, Rafter, 
No. 12, 4, Ratcliffe, No. 22, 4, Reece, No. 
21, 5, Reeves, No. 5, 4, No. 20, 
10," No. 21, 4,5, No. 24, 4, "No.- 26,4; 
Reilly, No. 21, 5, Robertson, No. 
17, 4, No. 20, 6, Rogers, No. 19, 4, Row 
and Roberts, No. 10, 4, Rutherford, No. 
21, 5, Salisbury, No. 24, 4, Samble, No. 
21, 4, Sampheer, No. 10, 4, Sawyer, No. 
21, 5, Schofield, No. 25, 10, Sedgley, No. 
21, 4 & 5, Shore, No. 24,4, Shreeve, No.2), 
4, Silcox, No. 26, 4, Simcox, No. 21, 4&5, 
Smith, No. 7, 4, No. 11, 4, No. 13, 4, No. 
24, 4, Smyth, No. 14, 4, Spencer, No. 25, 
10, Spencely, No. 3, 4, Spooner, No. 23, 4, 
Stewart, No, 11, 4, Swinbank, No. 11, 4, 
Symons, No. 7, 4, Todd, No. 23, 4, 
Turner, No. 24, 4, Udall, No. 15, 4, 
Wakley, No. 23, 4, Walker, No. 10, 4, 
Wells, No. 23, 5, Welsh, No. 26, 4, 
Wheeler, No. 23, 5, No. 25, 10, Wheel- 
wright, No. 24,4, White, No. 21,5, White- 
house, No. 10, 4, Whitfield, No. 11, 4, 
Williamg, No. 17, 4, No. 20, 6, No. 21, 4, 
Wills, No. 12, 4, Wilson, No. 25, 10, 
Wintle, No. 12, 4, Woods, No. 23, 5, 
Woodhams, No. 7, 4, Woolley, No. 22, 5, 
Wright, No. 7, 4, No. 21, 4. 


Mustard: Arter, No. 9, 4, Barrell, No. 16, 4, 
Collins, No. 22, 5, Ewings, No. 22, 5, Grif- 
fiths, No. 10, 5, Harris, No. 11, 4, Jarvis, 
No. 6, 4, King, No. 22, 5, Perrin, No. 6, 4, 
Plimsoll, No. 22, 5. 


Olive Oil: Hudson, No. 16, 8, Pelling, No. 
11, 4, Roberts, No. 20, 6, White, No, 19, 5. 


Pepper: Blenkinsopp, No. 6, 4, Dowdell, No. 
12, 10, Hill, No. 3, 4, Timms, No. 13, &. 


Poultry : Corless, Mallon, No. 5, 4, Mooney, 
No. 6, 9. 


Rabbits: Barnard, No. 10, 11, Walters, No. 
16, 9. 
Saveloys: Lipton, No. 6, 5. 
Spirits :-— 
Brandy : Cutts, No. 13, 5, Daughton, No. 
9,4, Day, Dilling, No. 22, 6, Hill, No. 
10, 4, Lloyd, No. 12, 4, Rose, No. 1, 9, 5, 
Tamsitt, No. 2, 5, Teague, No. 23, 6, 
Wright, No. 22, 6. 


Gin: Arblaster, No. 11, 4, Baldock, No. 15, 
4, Benson, No. 9, 4, Clarke, No. 7, 5, 
Coaker, No. 17, 4, Dickin, No. 8, 4, Ely, 
No. 22, 6, Galletly, No. 20, 5, Gan, No. 26, 
5, Hallenberg, No. 26, 5, House, No. 21, 
6, Kinder, No. 1, 5, King, No. 20, 5, 
Kitley, Koppe, No. 24, 5, McCaithey, 
No. 18, 5, Millwood, No. 22, 6, Stiff, No. 
26, 5, Thorne, No. 20, 5, Vick, No. 22, 6, 
Wilson, No. 20, 5. 


Whisky: Abraham, No. 22, 6, Andrew, No. 
24,5, Atkinson, No. 20, 5, Auborn, No. 
21, 6, Bailey, No. 24, 5, Bennett, No. 24, 
5, Bidgway, No. 17, 4, Boleno, No. 22, 
6, Brown, No. 17, 4, Carpenter, No. 18, 
4, Charles, No. 11, 4, Cheale, No. 26, 5, 
Child, No. 13, 5, Coaker, 17, 4, 
Coulbert, No. 18, 4, Crease, No. 21, 6, 
‘No. 22, 6, No. 23, 6, Dorman, No. 26, 5, 
Daughton, No. 9, 4, Davison, No. 26, 5, 
Edgar, Edwards, No. 24, 5, Elliot, 
Evans, No. 22, 6, Evison, No. 11, 4, 
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Fletcher, No. 11, 4, Hall, No. 3, 4, 
Halifax, No. 8, 4, Hardyman, No. 
16, 8, Ingram, No. 9, 4, Jenkins, No. 16, 
8, John, No. 6, 4, Johnson, No. 26, 5, 


Jones, No. 12, 4, No. 25, 11, Kent, No. . 


24, 5, Kirkland, No. 13, 5, Langmead, 
No. 17, 4, Lewis, No. 21, 6, Lovell, No. 
12, 4, Lush, No. 13, 5, Luton, No. 9, 4, 
Marks, No. 26, 5, Medlicott, No. 17, 5, 
Morgan, No. 7, 5, Neale, No. 24, 5, 
Parks, No. 13, By No. 14, 5, Peach, No. 
20, 5, Pope, No. 1, 5, Prideaux, No. 23, 


6, Rees, No. 21, fe: No. 23, 6, Robath :n, 


No. 16, 8, Rogerson, No. 13, S Smith, No. 
20,5, Stamp, No.17, 4, Stanton, No. 17, 5, 
Stead, No. 1,5, Stone, No. 24, 5, Tam- 
sitt, No. 2,5, Tilbury, No. 16,9, Tux- 
worth, No. 12, 4, Wallon, No. 17, 5, 
Watson, No. 22,6, Whitlock, No. 23, 6, 
Whittington, No. 26, oy) Wiltshire, No. 
7, 4, Woodrow, No. 18, 4 , Wyles, No. 26, 
5, Young, No. 8, 4. 


Rum: Benaett, No. 20, 5, Butler, 21, 6, 
Carter, No. 23, 6, Coles, No. 7,5, Haton, 
No. 13, 5, Errington, No. 1,5, Garrett, 
No, 26, 5, Hawkes, No, 7, 5, Inglis, No. 
23, 6, Patrick, No. 20, 5, Tamsitt, No. 2, 
5, Walker, No. 12, 4, Waterhouse, No. 
14, 5. 
, Tinned Meat; Cochrane, Wool, No. 4, 7. 
Vinegar: Whitehouse, No, 26, 6. 
Ptomaines, Otto Hehner on, No. 17, 5 


- Public Analysts’ Dinner, No. 22, 9, The In- 
land Revenue and Somerset House, No. 10, 
6, (See Somerses House, Analysts’ Reports, 
and Adulteration.) 


Public Health Act Defects, No. 10,11. 
Ministry of, No. 23, 3. 


” ” 


Railway Companies boycott English Trade, 
No. 19, 10. 


Refusing to Sell for Analysis: Brentford, 
No. 20, 9, Coventry, No. 20, 9, Doncaster, 
No. 12, 5, Sheffield, No. 21, 9, - South- 
hampton, No. 20, 9. 


| Reviews: 


Somerset 





‘ooo4,4 all about it, No. 25 10, 
Digestion and Diet, No. 3, 5, Drinks of 


-. the World, No. 8, 10, Transactions of the — 


Seventh International Congress of Hygiene 
and enue: No. 1, 10, ‘Twixt Plate 
and Lip, No. 4, 10. 


Sailor’s Food and Muniella, No.. iW 6, anil. 


Shipowners, No. 24, 10. 


Sanitary Institute, No. 25, 8. 
Sanitary Inspectors and W. R. Smith, Ne: 


10, 2, Grievances, No. 3, 9. 


Sausages, No. 25, 13, 
Scottish Sheriff and the Analyst, No. 20, 8. 
Astounding. 


House Scan ials: 
Analysis, Bovril-No. 16, 3, and Beer 
Abominations, No. 6,5, and Beer, &., No. 
18, 3, and Milk Analysia, No. 7, 6, and 
Sweet Spirits of Nitre, No. 20, 3, and Water 
Analysis, No. 8, 9, and Whisky ‘Standards, 


No. 7, 6, and C. H. Cassal, No. 12, 7, - 


Bannister Letter re Baer, No. 5, 6 and 10, 
British Medical Jotrnal on, No. 16, 9, No. 
19, 8, Becomes Less Ignorant, No. 24, 3, 
Butter, No. 2, 8, No. 3,9, Chemical Trade 
Journal on, No. 21, 7, Daily Chronicle on, 
No. 14, 7, No. 17,5, Daily Chronicle on 
Sweating, No. 21, 7, Dr. Bell’s Milk 
Analysis, No. 11,6, Dr. Bostock Hill on, 
No. 18, 5, Food ‘Referees as Shopkeepers, 
No. 13, 6, Food Inspector on, No, 14, 10, 
Hospital on, No. 14, 7, How Not to Analyse 
Milk, No. 19, 3, Ignoranca of Butter and 
Coffee Analysis, No. 17, 3, Inland Revenue 
Report, Analysis of, No. 10, 6, Manchester 
Guardian and Stalybridge Standard on, 
No. 19, 8, Milk Standards, No. 1, 8, Mis- 
chievous Incompetence, No. 5, 11, Somerset 
House as Sweaters, No. 20, 3, Somerset 
House finds a Defender, No. 29, 3, Water 
in Butter, No. 12, 6, What Milk Standards 
Cost Farmers, No. 20, 8. 


Spices: Adulterationu, No. 22, 9.- 


St. Martin-in-the-Fields and the Acts, No. 
Drhs ee 
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Times, No. 23, 10, Brawn, No, 3,5, Corned 
Beef, No. 1l, ah Causes of Ptomaines, 
Lead, &e., ‘No. 16, 6, Free American 
Poisoning, No. 17, 5, Hudilestone’ s Poi- 
soning, No. 16, E. Lobster, No. 15, 10, 
No. 16, 10, Lead in Tomatoes, No. 
3, 5, Ptomaines in Tinned Beef, No. 5, 3, 
Rotten Tinned Meat, No. 4, 7, Salmon, 
No. 2,9, No. 3, 4, Salmon, death by, No. 
22, 10, Sardines, No. #12; 48; No: t8, 27; 
Tinned Horse Meat, No. 3, 5. 


Tobacco, Scented, Prosecution, No. 1, “ 
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Branding, No. 23, 7, No. 25, 14. 
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‘Crosse & Blackwell's . 
PICKLES. SAUCES, MALT VINEGAR, 


‘JAMS, SOUPS, & POTTED MEATS 


MAY BE OBTAINED FROM ALL GROCERS THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. _ 





wv 





wv 


GROSSE & BLACKWELL, LIMITED, SOHO rere LONDON. 








"THE DELICACY OF THE. SEASON. 
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OR BAKED- PUDDING WITH STEWED FRUIT. - 











Cadbury’ Ss Cocoa’ Essence. 


The Manufacturers of this Preparation of Cocoa claim that it 


IS ABSOLUTELY PURE, 


And that it has no superior in the market, as far as Wholesomeness, Purity, eae 
and Agreeableness go. 


Many of the Dutch Cocoas, with which the English market is flooded, are preparations of Cocoa 
combined with strong and injurious alkalies, and are, therefore, not wholesome; while they are not so 
cheap. as they are represented to be, because, when mixed with water, they give in plain English A 
SOAP, the alkalies helping to give an appearance of fictitious strength. CapBURY BROTHERS earnestly 
appeal to the Medical Profession to discountenance the use of these foreign, adulterated, perfumed 
Cocoas, and to encourage the consumption of pure home-made, preparations, like their Cocoa Essence, 
which has received the unqualified support of large numbers of eminent Physicians and Surgeons. 
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me St, Bede Disinfects 


PATENTED. 


‘A REAL DISINFECTANT. Hi 
USED BY MEDICAL OFFICERS OF HEALTH. 


Laboratory and Assay Office, 
75, The Side, Newcastle- Epona 
. July 6th, 1889, i 
I hereby certify that I have analysed a sample of the “St. Bede Disinfectant,’ manufactured by Messrs. The Be 
Bede Chemical Company, Limited, Newcastle- EORIPS, and ~ T find it contains as follows :— 











Per-Chloride of Mercury . ... 4°01 per cent. 
Free Sulphuric Acid ... ee a 2 « £10 a 
Sulphate of Soda —.... isa), .. 87:25 94 
Sulphate of Lime _...... Se eee SREY 7 
Oxide of Iron, etc. ... vive sive POT 10 47 
Chloride of Sodium ... a “is asi. Mae ” 
Insoluble: Siliceous Matter ‘yi fee 9 
Thymol, Eucalyptus, Indigo, and Water.. Kia Le ” 
100-00 


The principal active ingredient of this Disinfectant is Perchloride of Mercury (Corrosive Sublimate), which is known 
to be the most certain and powerful destroyer of disease germs. When the ‘St. Bede Disinfectant” is dissolved 
according to the instructions given it forms a solution of the strength and character recommended by Dr. Buchanan, the 
Medical Officer of the Local Government Board, as being effective as a Disinfectant. It is prepared and packed in a 
form which makes it convenient and easy to be used. 

(Signed) JOHN PATTINSON, F.1.C., F.C.S., 
Public Analyst for Ni eweastle- -upon-Tyne. 


The a Bede Chemical Company, Limited, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 








WATER FILTRATION. 
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Morris Patent “Circulating: Filter. 


AS SUPPLIED TO THE ADMIRALTY. 


Pronounced by the Medical Profession and Experts on Water to be the most scientifically | 
perfect Filter ever offered to the Public. 





THIS FILTER HAS, AFTER EXHAUSTIVE TESTS, BEEN ADOPTED BY. 
HER MAJESTY’S NAVY. 





A FILTER. IS A NECESSITY! 


It is also absolutely necessary to see that one is obtained which is thoroughly efficient in 

its action, and which can be easily cleaned and re-charged. at home. THE MORRIS 

“CIRCULATING FILTER” possesses these great advantages, for which IT HAS GAINED 
FIVE HIGHEST AWARDS SINCE 1889, 


Patentees ‘THE MORRIS TUBE COMPANY, LTD. 
114, HAYMARKET, LONDON, S.W. 


¥ August 33, 1892. 





CONDENSED MILK. 
A’ CAUSE OF INFANT MORTALITY, 

In the Twentieth Annual Report of the Local Government 
Board it is stated that, ‘‘As regards condensed milk, it seems 
to be necessary that the public should hesitate to regard at 
any rate the inferior qualities of this article as furnishing 
much nutriment.’”?. In giving the reasons for this grave 
warning, the Local Government Board says :—‘‘ Various 
samples have been found almost completely deprived of fat, 
having been apparently made of skim milk; and the analyst for 
Battersea states that the two samples reported as adulterated 
_ were certified to have had at least go per cent. and at least 65 
per cent. of the fat abstracted respectively. These substances 
were sold in tins, which bore labels setting forth their good 
quality, their special fitness for infants and household use, and 
stating that they were free from all additions except cane 
sugar, a Zortion only of the cream having been removed.”’ 
Then comes the astounding statement :—‘‘The directions 
given on these labels for diluting the product with water 
would, if followed, result in producing’ exceedingly weak 
sugary liquids, of very little value. Zowuse such preparations 
in the manner directed as the sole food for infants would 
undoubtedly be sertously injurious to thetr health.’’ 

Despite this grave warning on the part of the Local Govern- 
ment Board, mothers continue to purchase the adulterated 
compounds, to dilute the contents with water, and to feed 
their infants with what they believe to be nutritious food. 
They are not aware that they are slowly but surely starving 
their helpless babes. Having regard to the strong insistance 
of the Local Government Board on the necessity for a more 
stringent enforcement of the adulteration acts, it would be 
reasonable to suppose that some effort would have been made 
by local authorities throughout the country to punish the 
vendors of these trashy condensed milks. Such, however, has 
not been the case. Local authorities continue to be, as they 
have been in the past, utterly regardless of their duties to the 
community. No samples whatever have been taken for 
analysis, no punishments of any kind have been meted out to 
the fraudulent manufacturers who are making fortunes out of 
rascality worse even than that of baby-farming. The victims 
of baby-farming are comparatively few compared to those ot 
this commercially-assisted infanticide. In order to obtain 
actual data as to the sale of these fraudulent articles, samples 
were purchased in Hampstead, St. Pancras, Marylebone, 
Chelsea, Holborn, Westminster, Wandsworth, Camberwell, 
Stepney, and Stratford. In each instance we purchased the 
condensed milks most generally sold and recommended by 
the vendors as good for infants as well as for ordinary house, 
hold use. Of the samples purchased in Hampstead, Holborn, 
and Westminster the results on analysis were as follows :— 
Four samples out of seven were found to be short in weight, 
‘containing, instead of a full 16 ounces of condensed milk, from 
14 to 154 Ounces. 

Pure condensed milk should contain at least 10 per cent. of 
fat (cream), but five of the purchased tins contained fat only 
in proportions varying from 1.25 per cent. to 2.57 per cent. 

The feeding properties of these condensed milks were practi- 
cally zz7. The two others contained 8:15 and g per cent. of far 
respectively. Of samples obtained in Chelsea and Marylebone 
only one contained nearly the normal quantity of fat, 9°14 per 
cent. The rest were adulterated worthless rubbish, containing 
cream only in the proportion of 1°55 to 2°70 per cent. Not 
one of ten samples purchased in Stepney, Camberwell, 
Wandsworth, and Stratford was pure, and only three were of 
full weight. Seven that contained fat only in the proportions 
of 1°60, 2°23, 2°37 to 2°72 per cent. were of short weight, in 
addition to being fraudulently deprived of their feeding 
properties, and five of these scandalous impostures contained 
boasts on the labels that they were specially fitted for infants’ 
food. We commend these facts to those members of the 
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House of Commons who have recently drafted a Bill to extend 
the'scope of the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts. The makers of 
these dishonest infants’ foods reap by their knavery great profits 
drawn from the starved bodies of, in the main, infants of 
the poorer classes. That this knavery should have flourished 
so long is a public scandal, and in the interests of those who 
are its victims, it is necessary that any Bill to amend the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Acts should not only enable prosecutions to be 
brought against the wholesale dealers and the manufacturers 
of these swindling compounds, but should also make it com- 
pulsory that all so-called condensed milks containing less than 
ull ro per cent. of fat, should bear on their labels a warning | 
to the effect that ‘‘the contents having been deprived of their 
nutritious qualities, purchasers are warned against using the 
same as food for infants.’’ In the meantime the public will 
be glad to learn that steps will be taken to place before the 
various authorities concerned, the particulars of the brands 
of condensed milks thus found to be fraudulently deprived 
of their cream and ,worthless as food, in order that 
prosecution of the dealers in these articles may ensue. 


— SEDO 


WHAT. ‘‘DAGONET”’’ SAYS. 


THE revelations which could: be made if the mysteries of 
certain trades could be penetrated would startle the world. 
We have no enterprising Sweeney Todds among us now, but 
the ‘‘summer saveloy’’ is, according to recent revelations, a 
remarkably mysterious compound; there have been meats in 
tins which have caused wholesale poisoning, and a pork pie 
has been known quite recently to be beyond even the digestive 
resources of an English navvy. q an 

By-and-by, when a society arises which considers that the 
health of a nation is nearly asimportant as its morals, we may 
have some greater safeguard against the tricks of the provision 
trade than now exists. At present the resources of civilisation 
seem to be entirely monopolised in putting a stop to the 
amusements of the people. As soon as comic songs have 
been banished from the United Kingdom, the last pair of box- 
ing-gloves burned by the public hangman, the publication of 
Sunday newspapers suppressed by Act of Parliament, a bet 
upon a horse made punishable with penal servitude for life, 
and a game at cards created a capital offence, then some 
good, benevolent, philanthropic citizen may arise and become 
convinced by a sudden inspiration that a society which pro- 
tects the public food supply would be almost as useful as a 
society for the protection of professional pugilists from black 
eyes. 

There is a law, it is true, which provides for this class of 
offence; but what is the use of a law unless it is enforced, 
and enforced vigorously ? There is hardly a day passes with- 
out some scoundrel being detected in attempting to foist stuff 
unfit for human food upon his fellow-creatures. And when 
the case is fully proved, the offender is let off with a paltry 
fine utterly insufficient to deter him from pursuing his evil, but 
highly profitable, occupation of poisoning the public. 

Let me cite a case which catches my eye even as I write. 
In a Liverpool paper of last Thursday I find the following :— 
At the Bolton Police-court a local butcher was summoned for 
attempting to sell 60 lb. of diseased beef to his cus- 
tomers. The lungs of the beast were described as in a most 
advanced stage of tuberculosis, but the carcase had been 
dressed so as to disguise all trace of the disease. The 
butcher was fixed twenty shillings. Such a penalty for such 
an offence is an absurdity. But it is a fair specimen of the 
way similar cases are treated all over the country.—The 
Referee, September 28th, 1890. 


SOS 


At Bangor, co. Down, petty sessions on the 3rd inst., 
Samuel Thompson, Bangor, was prosecuted by Sergeant 
Kearney for selling adulterated sweet milk on the 24th of June 
and fined 2s. 6d. and costs. } 

IN the opinion of the analyst to the Cornwall County Council 
the measure introduced into the House of Commons last 
session, under the title ‘‘Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, 
Amendment Act, 1892,’’ would, if passed into law, practically 
repeal the Sale of Food and Drugs Act. The county analyst 
says: ‘It isso framed that I cannot see how under it a con- 
viction could be obtained against any vendor of any adulte- 
rated article, since the production in Court of an invoice or bill” 
by the accused person would exonerate him from any penalty. 
I'see no provision made for prosecuting the giver of the in- 
voice; besides, the original vendor in many cases resides 
abroad; and could not be reached by the Act.’’ 
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‘ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 
” | LARD. ) 


At Huddersfield on the Igth ult., | Alfred Sexton, grocer, 
Marsden, was charged at the instance of Mr. A. L. Bridge, 


West Riding inspector, under the Food and Drugs Act, with 


‘selling adulterated lard. The county analyst's certificate was 


‘put in, and showed that the lard contained beef stearine in the » 


proportion of notlessthan 15 per cent. The defendant pleaded 
that he sold the lard in exactly the same condition as he 
received it; he did not know from whom he bought it. A 
‘Liverpool solicitor (Mr. Mulholland) appeared for a firm of 
lard manufacturers of Chicago and Liverpool to watch the 
case, but confessed that he had no locus standt. The defendant 
was fined £2 and £1 .4s. costs. Mr. Edwards (Williams and 
Edwards, West Riding solicitors), who conducted the pro- 
secution, asked that the expenses of the county analyst (Mr. 
Allen), who had been summoned by somebody, but not by the 
‘defendant, to attend, might be allowed. Mr. John Sykes 
(magistrates’ clerk) said he was afraid those expenses could 
not be granted. Mr. Edwards proposed to read a letter from 
the solicitors to the lard manufacturers, in which the attendance 
of the analyst was requested. Mr, Mulholland: What is the 
use of going into that? You have got your case; what more 
do you want ?, Mr. .Edwards afterwards said there was some- 
thing behind ‘the case, and that the course Mr. Mulholland 
was taking was discreditable. Mr. Mulholland: The case is 
now over, and what you are saying becomes slanderous. Mr. 
Edwards: You can take your course. 1 am ready to meet 
you. The incident then closed. 
THE INGREDIENTS OF CHEAP COCOA, 


George Steele, a grocer living at Whitchurch, was charged 
at Llandaff Police-court on Monday, ‘the 8th inst. (before 
“Messrs. R. G. Dornford and Franklen Evans), with selling 
impure cocoa at his shop on the 22nd of June. Mr. W. H. 
Cross, of Bristol, appeared for the defence. Superintendent 
Wake, acting as the local inspector under the Food and 
Drugs Act, visited the premises on the above date, and pur- | 
chased from defendant’s wife two packets of cocoa, which he 
informed her were for analysing purposes. A portion of the 
cocoa was forwarded to the public analyst, anc an examina- 
tion revealed the fact that it contained four parts of sugar and | 
starch and one of cocoa. Mr. Cross, for the defence, sub- 
mitted that it was a thoroughly understood thing that the 
‘cocoa in question—‘ Pearl’’—was composed of several in- 
gredients, and in support of this produced the label placed on 
the packet, which states that the cocoa is combined with other 
ingredients, the perfect purity and wholesomeness of which 
are guaranteed in accordance with Act of Parliament. The 
Bench gave it as their opinion that there was no attempt at 
fraud and dismissed the case, an application by Mr. Cross for 
costs being refused. 

ADULTERATIONS IN BETHNAL GREEN. 


Mr. A. W. Stokes, the analyst to Bethnal Green, reports as 
follows: During the quarter ending June 24th, 1892, I have 
received from the inspectors 41 samples of food for analysis. 
These consisted of milk, 27 samples; butter, 7; condensed 
milk, 3; mustard, 2; and pepper, 2. Of these, 13 samples of 
milk and 3 of butter proved to be adulterated. In the case of 
the milk samples, where the adulteration was but slight, the 
Sanitary Committee of the Vestry thought it advisable merely 
to caution the offenders ; but in 9 cases proceedings were 
taken, and were very successfully carried through by the 
inspectors, fines ranging from 5s. to £3 being imposed. It is 
difficult to understand on what basis the magistrates impose 
fines, seeing that, for adding 30 per cent. of water to milk, the 
vendor was fined only 5s.; while another vendor, who diluted 
his sample with but, 10 per cent. of water, was fined £3. The 
proportion of adulterated milk samples this quarter is very 
high, no less than 48 per cent. of the samples being adulte- 
rated. In an adulterated milk case, No. 4, not decided last 
quarter, but settled: this quarter, the vendor appealed to the 
Somerset House chemists. They upheld my analysis, and the 
vendor was fined £10 and costs. Of the 3 adulterated samples 
of butter, one was obtained from the workhouse, and was found 
to contain only ro per cent. of real butter, the rest being beef 
fat, water, and salt. Not being taken under the requirements 
of the Food and Drugs Adulteration Act, no prosecution could 
be instituted. The fact, however, shows the necessity of look- 
ing into the purity of the food supplied to large institutions, 
where too frequently the adulteration is wholesale in its cha- 
racter upon those who cannot protect themselves, The vendors 
of the other two samples of adulterated butter, containing only 25 
and 46 per cent. respectively of real butter, were fined £11 and 
#15 each. In all the above cases the fines carried with them 
also costs, in two cases the cost of the analysis being also 
imposed ; so that this quarter a total sum of £46 14s. 6d. has 
been ordered to be paid into the Vestry’s account, 











alii ae ab 


fe " * 
ane ts J 

tg 7 
re: ‘ . 


August 113, 1892. : 


; 
pir 





a 


CHARGES| AGAINST |NOTTINGHAM, CHEMISTS. +. 


At the Nottingham. Guildhall Summons Court, on the gth 
inst., before Mr. C. G.-Hill and Mr. W. A. Blain, Frederick 
Lumley, of 9, Wilford Road, chemist, was charged with selling 
a certain drug, viz., six ounces of tincture of opium, aes doe 
called laudanum, not of the nature, substance, and quality of 
the article demanded by the purchasers. Mr. T. B. Harris, 
from the office of the Town Clerk, appeared to prosecute.— 
Inspector R. Byrns said that he purchased the laudanum from 
defendant, for which he paid 1s. 6d. He submitted it to the 
Borough Analyst, by whom it was found to contain no morphia 
at all.. Dr. Boobbyer, Medical Officer of Health for Notting- 
ham, said that at this season of,,the year, when so 
much of the drug was given to children for diarrhcea, it 
was important there should be no great variation. De- 
fendant contended that a distinction was always made 
between tincture of opium and laudanum. The inspector 
did not ask for tincture of opium, but simply laudanum. 
The magistrate considered the case proved, and fined the 
defendant £5 and costs.—William Widdowson, of 67, Duke 
Street, New Basford, was charged with a similar offence. 
Inspector George Old proved the purchase of the drug. In 
this case the adulteration of the drug was said to be only 
about one-third of the quantity. of morphia demanded by the 
British Pharmacopeia. Defendant urged that there was a 
distinction between one article and the other. _The Magis- 
trates said they considered the case proved, and giving him 
the benefit of the fact that there was a little morphia in the 
drug, they would fine him only 43.—Albert E. Beilby, of 259, 
Ilkeston Road, was charged with selling 5 oz. of tincture of 
opium which was adulterated. Defendant said that the drug 
sold by him was in exactly the same state as when he received 
it from the wholesale house in London with whom he dealt. He 
ordered the drug, paid for it, and sold it again in the belief that 
it was the full strength. His invoice showed that he had paid 
the full price. He asked that the remainder of the stock of 
tincture of opium should be sent.to Somerset House, to be there 
analysed by the Government analyst, as he had put the remains 
of the sample given him of the drug back into the bottle with 
the other, never thinking that he would be called upon to have 
it analysed. He called a witness who said that the drug 
supplied to the defendant was full strength. After hearing the 
defendant at some length, the Magistrates said that they 
believed his statement that he sold the drug in good faith, and 


dismissed the case. , 


SCENTED TOBACCO, 


At the Manchester City Police-court, on August 5th, several 
cases of adulteration were investigated at the instance of the 
Inland Revenue authorities. In the first case, Leopold King, 
a tobacco manufacturer, carrying on business in Angel-street, 
was summonded for having in his possession adulterated 
tobacco. Mr. Alpe prosecuted on behalf of the authorities, 
and stated that in April last an official from Somerset House 
paid a visit to the defendant’s premises, and discovered a 
quantity of tobacco which was afterwards found to’ be 
adulterated with the petals and seeds of flowers. The defen- 
dant did not deny the offence, but pleaded in extenuation that 
the tobacco, of which there was only one pound in weight, had 
been sent to him by a customer to be made up into cigarettes. 
The reason the tobacco was adulterated with the petals and 
seeds was because of the demand for the tobacco so scented. 
The seeds cost more than the tobacco, so that there was no 
intention to defraud the revenue. The defendant was fined 
20s. and costs, In another case, Mr. Plews, tobacco dealer, 
Oxford-street, was summoned for selling, on the 7th April last, 
a packet of cigarettes to an inspector from Somerset House, 
which were found upon examination to be adulterated with 
scent, Mr. Rycroft, who appeared for the defendant, pointed 
out the hardship of prosecuting a person more than four 
months after the committal of the offence. He might also say 
on behalf of his client that he did not know he was doing 
wrong by scenting his tobacco, as the scent was really far 
more expensive than the tobacco. Mr. Armitage said it did 
seem. rather hard that there should be so wide an interval be- 
tween the time when the offence took place and the hearing of 
the case. The case was a very trivial one, and seemed to 
justify Mr. Cobbett’s remark that these were ‘‘ holiday’ pro- 
secutions. They fined the defendant tos. and costs, 18s. 6d. 
in all. Mr. Alpe pointed out the difficulties which lay in the 
way of an immediate prosecution following the commission of 
an offence. The principal reason was that the inspectors from 
Somerset House, who were constantly travelling over England 
to see that the Jaw was not infringed, were obliged to submit 
the goods which were supposed to be adulterated to the ex- 
amination of skilled chemists on their return to London and 
to await their decision. He could assure the Bench that there 


was no unnecessary delay. 
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; At Sheffield on the 28th ult., Henry Glossop, 142, White- 
house lane, was charged with selling butter which was only 4o 
per cent, real butter and 60 per cent. margarine. Mr. A. M. 
Wilson, for the defendant, admitted the offence, but said the 
butter was purchased by defendant in good faith as Kiel 
butter from a firm whose name he would not. communicate to the 
prosecution. Fined £1 and 7s. costs, Betsy Stanley, 167, 
Infirmary Road, was charged with exposing margarine for 





sale without the distinctive label required by law, and was fined — 


41 and 7s. costs. 

At the West London Police-court last month, James Sharp, 
the keeper of a general shop in Prince’s Road, Notting Hill, 
was summoned for exposing margarine which was not labelled. 
Mr, Chambers Leete, clerk of the vestry, asked the magistrate 
to impose a substantial penalty for the protection of the 
public, the margarine which was sold as butter at 1s. per lb. 
containing 85 per cent, of foreign fat. Mr. Sheil had no 
sympathy with the defendant, and fined him £5, with 12s. 6d. 


costs. 


_ At Worship Street Police-court, on the 5th ult., Robert 
Woodward, butter dealer, of Roman Road, Old Ford, was 
summoned by the Sanitary Authority of Bethnal Green parish, 
for having sold as butter an article which the analyst’s certifi- 
cate showed was adulterated with 75 per cent. of margarine. 
The Sanitary Inspector, Mr. Weston, handed in the certificate, 
and the defendant. pleaded guilty. Mr. Bushby said that 
three-quarters of the whole stuff was not butter, He should 
therefore order the defendant to pay three-quarters of the 
whole penalty under the Act. The full penalty being £20, 
the defendant was fined £15 and cost. William Bowen, of 
203, Green Street, Bethnal Green, was summoned for a similar 
offence, the “‘ butter’’ in this instance being composed of 54 
per cent. of margarine. Mr. Bushby, on the same gro rata 
principle, imposed a fine of £11 and costs. 
SEIRITCS, 


At Sheffield, on the 28th ult., Abraham Kinder, barman, 
Farm Yard public house, Scotland: Street, was summoned for 
selling gin 57} degrees under proof, the law permitting only 
35 degrees dilution. Mr. A, Muir Wilson, for the defendant, 
admitted the oftence, and stated that the owners of the house 
had taken steps to prevent a repetition of the offence. Fined 
%t and 7s. costs. Benjamin Chappel Pope, of the New 
Turk’s Head Inn, Scotland Street, was charged with selling 
whisky 313 degrees under proof, the law permitting only 25 
degrees dilution. His wife attended, and pleaded guilty. 
Fined £1 and 7s. costs. 

At Lanchester, Durham, on the 28th ult., John Errington, 
of the Ox Inn, Oxhill, was fined 4os. and costs for selling a 
pint of rum which was mixed with water to the extent of 8} 
per cent. above the specified limit. 

At Huddersfield, on the 19th ult., Edwin Stead, landlord of 
the Railway Hotel, Meltham, was charged with selling adul- 
terated whisky. Mr. W. Ramsden, who appeared for the 
defendant, admitted that the whisky was adulterated with 
water to the extent of 27} degrees, as against 25 degrees, the 
limit allowed by the Act. Whisky was supplied to the 
defendant, he went on to say, 20 degrees above proof, which 
allowed of 50 per cent. of dilution. His plea was that Mrs. 
Stead, having to take some proof whisky out of the cask for 
sale, put in a pint of water to a quart of over-proof spirit, 
which she was entitled to do, but did not properly blend the 
two. The magistrates inflicted a fine of £1 and ordered 
payment of costs. 

COFFEE AND COCOA. 

At Dartford Police-court, last week, John Snowden, grocer, 
of Bexley Heath, was summoned for selling adulterated coffee, 
on the 28th June, to the prejudice of the purchaser. Mr. 
Carnagie, solicitor, of Bexley Heath, defended. Inspector 
Metters, appointed under the Food and Drugs Act, stated 
that he sent his assistant into defendant’s shop on the day in 
question*to purchase half-a-pound of coffee. Witness told 
defendant for what purpose he purchased the coffee. He 
produced the certificate of Mr. Adams, county analyst, 
which showed that the coffee consisted of 28 parts coffee, and 
72 parts chicory. The inspector’s assistant corroborated his 
statement. In defence, Mr. Carnagie submitted that the 
assistant who purchased the coffee did not clearly state his 
want to defendant. He contended that it was a pure 
mistake, and on that ground asked the Bench to find defendant 
guilty of a technical offence only. The Bench fined defendant 

3 and 12s. costs, or 34 days’ hard labour. Burgamy 
Ebbutt, grocer, of Bexley Heath, was similarly summoned 
with respect to half-a-pound of cocoa, which consisted of 50 
parts cocoa and 50 parts starch and sugar. Defendant was 
fined 30s. and cost. 

At Swansea, on the 18th ult., Maria Parsons, Cross Street, 
was fined 2os. for selling as coffee a mixture composed of 
55 parts of chicory. 
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MILK. 


At Dublin, on the 21st ult., John Keegan, 8, Synnott Street, 
was fined £3 for selling new milk adulterated with 24 per 
cent. of water. Richard Magan, 9, Campbell’s. Road,..was 
fined £2 for selling new milk adulterated with 18 per cent. of 
water, Luke Hyland, 40, Spring Gardens, was fined £1 for 
selling new milk adulterated with 13 per cent. of water. 
Terence Fagan, 26, Portland Place, was fined £2 for selling 
buttermilk adulterated with 20 per cent. of water, exclusive of 
25 per cent. allowed for churning purposes. Rosana Kelly, 
63, Meath Street, was fined £5 for selling new milk adulte- 
rated with 4o per cent. of water. Peter Keogh, 35, Pleasants 
Street, was fined tos. for selling buttermilk adulterated with 
10 per cent. of water, exclusive of 25 per cent. allowed for 
churning purposes. 

Albert Batt, of Latimer Road, Notting Hill, appeared in 
answer to asummons issued at the instance of the Hammer- 
smith Vestry, for selling milk adulterated with water to the 
extent of 25 per cent. It was said that defendant kept a 
small shop in a poor neighbourhood. Fined 20s. with 12s. 6d. 
costs. 

At the Shire Hall, Nottingham, on the 13th ult., William 
Osborne, of Chellaston, was charged with selling adulterated 
milk, The defendantisa wholesale dairyman. On June 27th, 
Inspector Colonel Storey went to the house of a Mr, Leicester 
and bought a sample of milk which had been supplied by the 
defendant, which was analysed and found to have been com- 
pletely deprived of its cream by skimming. It contained only 
one-eighth of the proper amount of fat, and it was adulterated 
with 1o per cent. of added water. Defendant said he hada 
butter factory, and the milk was sold as separated milk, 
whereas the sample was bought as new milk. He denied 
that it was adulterated. The magistrate imposed a fine of 


5. 

At the Edinburgh Police-court, on the 12th ult., a dairy- 
man named James Charleston, residing at 4, Biackfriars 
Street, Edinburgh, was charged with selling adulterated milk. 
Inspectors Kay and Inglis deposed to buying 2d. worth of 
milk on 8th of June from accused for the purpose of analysis. 
Mr. J. Falconer King, public analyst for the City of Edinburgh, 
stated that the sample contained fully 1o per cent. of water, 
and had been deprived of about a third part of its natural 
fatty condiments. The case was found proven, and accused 
was fined in the modified penalty of £1, with £1 additional of 
expenses. 

At Dartford Police-court, last week, John Field, of Alderney 
Farm, Crayford, milkman, was summoned under the Food and 
Drugs Act for selling a quantity of milk, at Erith, on the 2gth 
June, the same being composed. of 87 parts milk and 13 parts 
added water. The inspector proved the purchase, and pro- 
duced the certificate from the county analyst. Defendant, 
who did not appear, was fined £3 and costs. 

At Mallow, co. Cork, on the 2nd inst., the Lombardstown 
Co-operative Dairy Society prosecuted a farmer named John 
Harlon, of Gorteenbaha, for supplying the company with 
adulterated milk. Mr. D. Ryan, secretary of the company, 
deposed that the defendant was for some time back supplying 
milk to the Lombardstown Dairy Society; on the roth June, 
1892, he supplied about 20 or 25 gallons of milk. When he 
supplied it he (witness) in the presence of the defendant's 
carrier. divided a certain quantity of it into three samples. 
Witness told defendant’s servant that he was doing so for the 
purpose of getting it analysed. He (witness) then took the 
three bottles, the milk which was contained in same being 
exactly out of the same churn ; gave one to the servant, kept 
one himself, and sent the third to be analysed to Messrs. 
Harrington, analysts, Cork, The analysis which Mr. 
Harrington returned was to the effect that the milk was very 
deficient. Witness on a second occasion sent another sample 
of the same milk to Mr. Harrington to be analysed, and 
although the latter did not know whether it was the same milk 
or not, he gave the very same analysis of it. The chairman 
said the Bench were unanimons that the case against the 
defendant was clearly proved. The magistrates were deter- 
mined to put a stop to this kind of work, for indeed the 
creameries were doing a great deal of good in the country, and 
he (the chairman) thought it was the duty of the magistrates 
to sce that they (the creameries) are protected; Hanlon would 
be fined £1 10s. and £1 costs. 

SAUSAGES. 


Beef sausages are made of other things than beef. Ata 
meeting of the Bermondsey Vestry last month, the inspector of 
nuisances stated that he had taken a sample of beef sausages 
from a tradesman in Bermondsey Street. Two-thirds of the 
weight of the sausages consisted of bread, and the rest of fat 
(Laughter.) Mr. Wilson: What action are you 
The Inspector: We have tried similar cases 
I only reported these cases for the 
(Laughter.) 


going to take ? 
and have not succeeded. 
information of the public. 
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WHY ARE THE ADULTERATION ACTS A 
FAILURE ? . 





The primary cause is, without doubt, the scandalous 
unfairness of the Acts themselves—an unfairness appa- 
rently designedly caused by their authors. The retailer 
has not the time, nor has he the ability, necessary to 
practise the thousand-and-one adulterations current in 
trade, but as the Acts now stand they suppose the retailer 
to be a person of high analytical skill, and to be further 
perfectly acquainted with the actual constituents, canned 
or loose, of each of the myriad articles he vends. 

The Acts were drafted for, and passed by, a House 
of Commons in which there was not one retailer, but 
which contained manufacturers of groceries, wholesale 
dealers, brewers, etc., by the score; and the clauses 
of the Act of 1875 and that of 1879 give no possibility 
whatever of punishing the veal offenders and real gainers 
by adulteration—the manufacturer and the wholesale 
dealer. 

It is not possible, nor is it just, to try to stop adultera- 
tion by punishing the retailer solely. Indeed, it has hap- 
pened that the very magistrate who has inflicted a fine 
upon the harassed keeper of a small shop has himself 
been the actual offender and manufacturer of the article 
he punished the retailer for vending. Analysts and 
inspectors of food and drugs alike recognise this, and 
see that the only way to deal with adulteration effec- 
tually is to punish the real offenders—the manufac- 
turers and wholesale dealers; but they are powerless to 
do this. 

Mr. Fyfe, the sanitary inspector of Glasgow, said 
recently, in reply to a complaint on the question from 
the Glasgow Grocers’ Federation, that the attempt 
to get at the real adulterators was surrounded with 
difficulties. 

e wanted to buy of a wholesale house, whilst he could 
get at a retailer for sixpence. 

Another of the difficulties was, that he had to go into 
a wholesale house and ask for a quantity of the article 
he proposed to analyse. He would at once be asked 
if he wanted it pure or adulterated, and if he were 
asked that, he could not say he wanted it ‘‘ adulterated,” 
as such a reply would cut the ground from under his 
feet entirely. He had sent inspectors to wholesale 
houses, but when they asked for an article the whole- 
sale merchants immediately suspected they were in- 


spectors, and declined to give the article, or said that | 
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Oey pods only give what the inspector speaaty wanted 
“pure” or ‘‘adulterated.” 

In the parish of St. Luke’s, rondonk the Mnspectnt 
reported that 43 per cent. of the samples were adul- 
terated ; and of well-known disinfectants, as high as 
75 per cent were adulterated. In not one of these 
cases was the actual culprit, the wholesale dealer, 
prosecuted. 

This failure to touch the re adulterator is again the 
chief factor in causing the Acts to be a dead letter in so 
many towns throughout the country. In some, such 
as Southport, the Acts are ignored, most probably for 
the reason that the local authority is mainly composed 
of shopkeepers. : | 

The construction of the Acts favours their seuitifita® 
tion. The local authority, under the Act, may remove the 
analysts as it deems proper, subject to the concurrence 
of the Local Government Board. 


The officials charged with the obtaining of samples, 
etc., under the Act are, every one, in the employ of the 
local authority. Naturally, therefore, if energetic action 
on the part of the officials in enforcing the Acts be 
distasteful and harassing to those in authority, the 
inspectors find it to their interests to adopt a Jaissez= 
faire policy ; the Acts are, in consequence, not enforced. 


In cases where the officials are not openly or covertly 
thwarted in taking samples or instituting prosecutions, 
they lose heart in their work by reason of varying and 
conflicting decisions of magistrates, and of inadequate 
fines. The cases of a 20s. fine at Bolton for vending 
putrid and diseased meat, and of tos. in London for 
selling milk divested of 50 per cent. of its cream, are 
by no means exceptional. 

The average penalties inflicted were only £1 gs. 
in 1890, and more than a hundred fines were only 2s. 6d. 
each, whilst seven fines were of but ome penny each. 
In this connection the Local Government Board’s 
report states, in regard to the inadequacy of the fines 
imposed :—‘‘ It must be admitted that, considering the 
ease and profit of the ordinary methods of adulteration, 
the practice is not likely to be effectually stopped so 
long as magistrates continue to be as lenient as they 
have shown themselves in the past;” and the report 
further says :—‘‘ It is, however, much to be wished that 
the magistrates before whom adulteration cases are 
brought should appreciate more highly the gravity of 


the fraud involved, since local authorities who take 


measures to repress it are likely to be discouraged if 
they find that the penalties imposed are too small to 
act as a deterrent.” 

Four hae causes are thus ever at work to stultify 


| the Acts, viz. 
He would have to buy a large quantity if 


The Heloeel shielding from punishment of the real 
adulterators, the wholesale dealer or manufacturer who 
reap the gain, but never incur any penalty; 

The fact that the Acts can only be enforced by the 
local authority ; 

The farcical nature of the fines inflicted ; 

Conflicting decisions by magistrates as to what is 
and is not adulteration. ' 

To effectively and honestly administer Acts for the 
prevention of adulteration, the officials responsible for 
the administration should not be the servants of any 
local authority, but of the Local Government Board; 


“—— w= 
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nor should they depend upon the local authority for the 
initiative in either the taking of samples or the insti- 
tution of prosecutions. The expenses connected with 
the enforcement of the Acts should be borne by the 
‘Local Government Board, to whom all the fines re- 
covered should be transmitted. 


Respecting punishments generally, the Acts, to be 
effective, must be strengthened, and in flagrant cases, 
such as the vending of diseased meats or knowingly 
selling substances adulterated to the extent of being 
dangerous to human life, long imprisonment without 
the option of fine will alone deter scoundrels who thus 
enrich themselves and poison the public from pursuing 
their vile practices. 

_ Officials administering the Act must have powers to 
enter any premises, wholesale or retail, and examine 
and take samples of any substances they consider 
should be analysed. 

Should a retail vendor prove that the article has 
been sold by him in the same condition as received 
from the wholesale dealer or manufacturer, the whole- 
sale dealer or manufacturer ought to be proceeded 
against, and punished for the adulteration. 

All substances professedly impure, such as mixtures, 
margarine, etc., should be wrapped by the vendor in a 
specially-coloured paper, to be used only for adulterated 
articles. The public would thus readily recognise the 
impure or mixed article by its specially-coloured 
wrapper, as poison labels are now known by their 
colour. 

The farce of allowing justices of the peace to de- 
termine whether meat is fit or not for human food 
should be ended, and the authority of the scientifically- 
trained health officer take, as it ought long ago to have 
taken, its true function. Poisonous flesh is every day 
permitted to be sold, being passed without demur by 
such ignorant persons as fit for human food. In Glas- 
gow, for example, all carcases are supposed to. be 
examined before being exposed for sale in the meat 
market; yet the health officers found during eight 
months no less than 312 carcases unfit for human 
food exposed for sale. In Edinburgh, in December, 
1891, no less than 23,844 lb. of diseased meat was seized 
in one week. 

The public health imperatively demands the com- 
pulsory closing of all private slaughterhouses, and an 
adequate supply of public abattoirs. 


It is necessary also that all butchers’ premises should 
be licensed, and that there should be a thorough and 
systematic inspection, by properly qualified persons, of 
all animals and meat intended for food; that all dairies 
should be inspected fortnightly, and the inspectors have 
the power to insist on such measures being taken as 
shall ensure the necessary cleanliness and freedom 
from infection of milk supplied for public use; that 
inspectors be at the railway stations to examine 
and take samples of milk as it comes from the whole- 
sale dealers, and to prosecute such dealers as are found 
guilty of adulteration. 

With these provisions and powers adulteration could 
be effectively dealt with, and the Food and Drugs Acts 
become a real public boon and safeguard; but unless 
they be so amended, the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts 
will continue to be, as they at present are, ineffectual 
and farcical in three parts of the country, and a dead 
letter in the fourth part. 

To secure these beneficial changes is the object of 
this journal, and one potent means towards the sup- 
pression of adulteration in foods, drugs, and drinks will 
be the transmission, by readers of our journal, of 
reports of all adulteration cases occurring in their 
district ; giving in every instance, when possible, the 
name of the wholesale manufacturer of the adulterated 
article. At present prosecutions bring only injury and 
opprobrium to the often innocent retailer. 

To be effectual and honest in their operation, the 
Adulteration Acts must be so strengthened that they will 
touch and punish adulteration at its fountain-head. 














ITEMS OF INTEREST. — 


- HOW. ADULTERATORS, WERE PUNISHED IN 
OLDEN TIMES. 


THE penalties nowadays inflictedon vendors of diseased 
meat and adulterated articles of food, drugs, or drink, are 
mildness itself compared with the punishments of olden 
times. In the Asszsa Panis, for example, as set forth in 
Liber Albus, there are not only the strictest regulations 
concerning the manner in which the business of the baker is 
to be conducted, but there are also penalties for failing in the 
same. ‘‘Ifany default,’’ it says, ‘shall be found in the bread of 
a baker in the City, the first time let him be drawn upona 
hurdle from the Guildhall to his own house through the great 
streets where there be most people assembled; and through the 
great streets which are most dirty, with the faulty loaf hanging 
about his neck. If a second time he shall be found com- 
mitting the same offence, let him be drawn from the Guildhall 
through the great street of Chepe in manner aforesaid, to the 
pillory, and remain there at least one hour in the day; and 
the third time that such default shall be found, he shall be 
drawn, and the oven shall be pulled down, and the baker made 
to forswear the trade within the City for ever.’’ It: further 
tells us that William de Stratford suffered this punishment for 
selling bread of short weight; and fohn de Strode ‘for 
making bread of filth and cobwebs.’’ One hoary-headed 
offender was excused the hurdle on account of his age and the 
severity of the season ; and it would seem that the last time 
this punishment was inflicted was in the sixteenth year of the 
reign of Henry VI., when Simon Frensshe was so drawn. 





A LIKE punishment was awarded to butchers and vintners 
for fraudulent dealings; for we are told that a butcher was 
paraded through the streets with his face to the horse’s tail, 
for selling measly bacon at market, and that the next day he 
was set in the pillory with two great pieces of his measly 
bacon over his head, and a writing which set forth his crimes. 
In the judgments recorded in Zzber Albus there are twenty- 
three cases in which the pillory was awarded for selling putrid 
meat, fish, or poultry; thirteen for unlawful dealings of bakers, 
and six for the misdemeanours of vintners and wine dealers. 
It is a striking sign of the degeneracy of our times, that in the 
fruit, meat and fish markets false scales and weights are regu- 
larly in use; that doctored meat is sold in enormous quantities 
to the poor, who, in the hurry and press of a Saturday night’s 
crowd, have little or no chance of properly examining their 
purchases before paying for the same, and that the authorities 
in charge of the markets take no real trouble to protect the 
public from such dishonest practices. The consequences of 
this laxity on the part of the authorities is seen in the deserted 
condition of some of the markets, and in the numerous 
stalls ‘‘ to let.’? A really rigorous protection of the interests 
of the public against the practices of dishonest vendors, along 
with a great reduction of the present scandalously high rentals 
demanded of stall-holders, would revive public confidence 
in the markets, and enable dealers to sell really whole- 
some food at cheap prices. The public markets , would 
then become what they at present most undoubtedly are not— 
a real boon to the poorer classes. Meanwhile it is.to be 
regretted that the penalties set forth in the Asszsa Pants are 
no longer enforced. The recent revelations of swindling 
weights and ‘‘doctored’’ accounts give just a peep at a small 
part of the malpractices that have made the London public 
markets notorious as being all that markets ought not to be. 





CONSIDERING the London markets generally, and con- 
trasting them with the magnificent Halles Centrales of Paris, 
we are enabled to see how the iniquitous monopolies that have 
enabled a Duke of Bedford to draw a princely revenue out of 
a tax on the food supply that passes through his filthy mud- 
salad abominination—the Covent Garden Market—and that 
have placed Sir Julian Goldsmid in a position to force the 
poor of Spitalfields district to pay him some £5,000 per annum 
for their public food supply, have led to a state of things dis- 
graceful to the greatest city of the world. The narrow streets 
surrounding these markets are littered with refuse, putrid and 
dangerous to public health. The prices of food are raised to 
a point to suit the grasping greed of middleman and mono- 
polist. The poor are defrauded, the consignor is hocussed, 
and the public needs of five millions of people deliberately set 
at nought. Is it not time that we in England had a Minister 
of Public Health, and that London’s parliament—the County 
Council—had powers entrusted to it to sweep away these 
iniquitous market monopolies, and provide London with really’ 
useful public markets, in which the people would have confi- 
dence, and where cheap, wholesome food would be obtainable 
by the masses 
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FLOUR is) often adulterated with) ground) maize and other 
foreign substances. ‘Those who have a microscope will have 
no difficulty in detecting the presence of maize should it have 
been added to wheaten flour. Maize, however, may generally 
be detected by other means. Ifa pinch of the flour be rubbed 
between the fingers. the dry, gritty, sandy nature of the maize 
makes itself felt. This is more readily distinguished if a little 
of the flour be rubbed between the tongue and the roof of the 
mouth. Again, if the gluten be washed out of the dough, a 
small glazed basin being used for the washing, there will 
collectin this the starchy washing water. On carefully pour- 
ing this away, any maize flour will generally remain. behind, 
and may be recognised by its gritty feel. A little of this sedi- 
mentary residue at once reveals its character on bringing the 
microscope into requisition, 





PROFESSOR LONG, several times of late, has called public 
attention to the adulteration of Hamburg butter with a large 
percentage of water, whereby the consumer is defrauded. A 
like nefarious system of manufacture is exposed by the chemist 
to the American Department of Agriculture, and probably the 
description of the szodus oferandi pursued in the United 
States applies also to that of Germany. What is known as 
‘* gilt-edge butter compound’’ is advertised in the former 
country, with the tempting assurance that if a small quantity 
of it be added to a pint of milk and a pound of butter, the 
whole being churned together, the operator will get two 
pounds of butter, all the milk being incorporated. There is 
no doubt, the Chemmzs¢ says, as to the truth of this statement, 
as it was verified by trials in the laboratory of the department. 
The directions of the advertisers were followed, and the milk 
disappeared, two pounds of butter being produced, which 
resembled a first-class butter, except that it was softer. It 
does not keep well, but for immediate consumption passes 
easily as a. genuine article, although analysis shows that it 
contains 49°55 per cent. of water and only 45°45 per cent. of 
butter fat, as compared with 15°92 per cent. of water and 
80°53 per cent. of butter fat found in a sample of genuine 
butter. On the compound by means of which the trick is 
performed being analysed, it was found to consist of 70°48 per 
cent. of anhydrous sodium sulphate and 29°52 per cent. of 
organic matter, afterwards proved to be pepsin. ' Experiments 
tried with pepsin showed that it produced an emulsion which 
enabled butter to incorporate an equal quantity of milk in its 
substance without materially altering its appearance. The 
same result was produced with pancreatin, trypsin, or rennet. 
The sodium sulphate appears to be used simply as a carrying 

. Material, and to be of no assistance in the emulsifying 
process. 





In further reference to the composition of margarine, which 
Mr. Goodfellow, in the Standard, declared to be beyond 
suspicion, we notice that a Special Report on Food Adultera- 
tion, issued by the American Department of Agriculture, 
describes it as sometimes composed of ‘“‘refuse pork (liable 
to produce trichine), bone fats, candle and soap grease, 
horse fat.”’ 





AN importantcase, as showing how the adulterating wholesale 
dealer is allowed toescape scot free, was that heard at Hudders- 
field last month, when a grocer of Marsden was fined £2 and 
costs for selling lard adulterated with 15 percent. of beef stea- 
rine. The defendant said he bought the lard for pure lard, and 
complained of the injustice of being made responsible. The 
curious part of the case was that a Liverpool barrister appeared 
in it to watch it on behalf of a wholesale firm there. He said 
the lard was not their lard, but he had ‘‘ come all the way from 
Liverpool, to see if he could assist the bench.’’ Another 
curious point about it was that a firm of solicitors in Liverpool 
had written to the prosecuting solicitor on behalf of the defen- 
dant, but it transpired in evidence that the defendant knew 
nothing about them. The prosecuting solicitor naturally ex- 
pressed surprise, and proposed to put in the letters which had 
requested the attendance of the public analyst. The letters, 
however, were not admitted, and the magistrates would not 
allow the costs of the public analyst to be charged against the 
defendant, although the clerk remarked, ‘‘ There is something 
singular about the case.’’ The prosecuting counsel agreed, 
and declared there was something behind it, and that he 
should take action to recover the costs of the public analyst 
from the Liverpool solicitors who had requested his attend- 
ance. If the lard was not the lard of the Liverpool firm, they 
showed a remarkable interest in the firm whose lard it was by 
sending a barrister ‘‘ all the way from Liverpool, to see if he 
could assist the bench.”’ 





AT the same time that the report of this case appears in 
print, there is published a notification that a certain firm of 
wholesale coffee dealers propose to guarantee retailers against 
the results of prosecutions for selling the wholesale firm’s 


i 


special brand of French coffee. The necessity which this 
firm has felt for making such an announcement is a striking 
commentary on the practice which prevails of selling a mixture 
of chicory and coffee as French coffee. This title of course 
does not protect the retailer unless there is a statement on the 
label to the effect that the compound is sold as a mixture of 
coffee and chicory. NOs Dee rO9 

ALREADY many of the largest wholesale makers of lard 
cocoa, mustard, etc., retain solicitors specially to attend all 
cases where prosecutions are suffered by retailers for vending 
their impure and fraudulent goods. The expenses of the pro- 
secutions, fines, etc., are defrayed by the wholesale firms, on 
condition that their names as. makers of the adulterated 
articles are not allowed to transpire in the proceedings, and it 
is a special duty of these travelling solicitors to see. that their 
clients’ names do not get into the papers. ; 








THE warning of the Cornwall County Council analyst is, 
therefore, a timely one, and when the amended Act of Dr. 
Cameron and Dr. Farquharson is again introduced to the 
House of Commons adequate provision must be made for the 
prosecution and punishment of the giver of the invoice, the 
wholesale dealer or manufacturer. 





WE cannot agree with Mr. Otto Hehner, the analyst to the 
West Sussex County Council, in his recommendation to the 
Council.to oppose the Bill of Dr. Cameron to amend the Food 
and Drugs Act of 1875 by shifting the responsibility for adulte- 
rations from the retailer to the wholesale trader. Mr. Hehner’s 
ground is that articles of food change hands so often before 
they reach the consumer that it would be impracticable to race 
them through their numerous stages in distribution. The 
remedy for this difficulty is simple—prosecute the next imme- 
diate dealer to the retailer; the prosecuted dealer would soon 
bring action against the right man by civil process if he were 
wrongfully mulct in penalties. 





IT is to be regretted that the Somerset House officials take 
a lower standard of purity in milk than do the Society of 
Public Analysts. Again and again prosecutions fail on 
account of the existence of this very unsatisfactory state of 
things. Ina recent case at Bakewell petty sessions, a farmer 
charged with selling milk adulterated with 8 per cent of added 
water, escaped punishment, the magistrates, after hearing at 
great length from the defendant’s solicitor the opinion of the 
Somerset House officials as to the standard of milk purity, 
dismissing the case. It would be interesting to know how far 
Somerset House is responsible for the fact that 24 per cent. of 
the milk sold in London is adulterated, which is rather more 
than three times the average percentage of milk adulteration 
in the principal large towns throughout England. 





THERE are many curious trades in the world, but the most 
strange must surely be the ‘‘ artificial manufacture of wild 
men.’’ Yet a well-known English doctor in China has just 
certified from his own personal experience that this art is re- 
gularly practised in the Flowery Kingdom. First a youth is 
kidnapped, then, bit by bit, he is flayed alive, andthe skin of a 
dog or a bear grafted, piece by piece, upon him. His vocal 
chords are next destroyed by the action of charcoal to make 
him dumb, and the double purpose of causing “‘etiolation ’’ of 
the skin and utter degradation of the mental faculties is 
effected by keeping him immured in a perfectly black hole for 
a number of years. In fact, by treating him like a brute for a 
sufficiently long time he is made into one. At last he is ex- 
hibited to the entirely credulous Chinese as a wild man of the 
woods, and his possessors reap a rich harvest. The priests, it 
seems, are adepts at the art. When a kidnapper, however, is 
caught by the people he is torn in pieces, and when the autho- 
rities get him they torture him and promptly behead him, 
Such is life under the rule of the Son of Heaven. 

SOME highly interesting discoveries of the action of 
intoxicating liquors have been made by Dr. Shorthouse. In 
investigating the effect of various intoxicants on the cerebellum, 
Dr. Shorthouse finds that wine and beer, when taken in 
excess, have the effect of making a man fall on his side. 
Whisky causes him to fall on his face, and cider and perry 
on his back. These disturbances of equilibrium correspond 
exactly with those caused by injury to the lateral lobes, and 
to the anterior and posterior parts of the middle lobe of the 
cerebellum respectively. 








THE British Institute of Public Health will hold its Annual 
Congress in Dublin on Wednesday, Thursday, and Friday, 
August 17th, 18th, and rgth, 1892, under the presidency of 
Sir Charles A. Cameron, Medical Officer of Health to the 
City of Dublin. The President and Council cordially invite 
the Medical Officers of Health of the country and other 
gentlemen interested in public health to attend the congress. 
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> SANITARY REVIEW. | 


CHOLERA PRECAUTIONS. 


Mr. J. Theodore Dodd writes :—‘‘ Sir,—In view. of the 
risk of cholera, will you allow me to suggest that as soon 
as Parliament meets a Bill should be introduced by the 
President of the Local Government Board to prevent the 
water companies in London from cutting off water for 
non-payment. of, or dispute about, rates? In case of a 
change of Government the Bill might be adopted by the 
successor in office; and I much wish that some medical 
authority, such as Lyon Playfair or Walter Foster, could 
at the present juncture be placed at the head of the 
Local Government Board.” 

- It is very unlikely that) Mr. Theodore Dodd's sugges- 
tion will receive attention, the “ins” being much more 
concerned with the question of disposing of all easy 
offices they can to their professional political followers, 
and the “ outs’’ being just as keenly anxious to settle on 
the Treasury benches and reap rewards in the shape of 
salaries of £100 or more per week, to care one jot about 
‘putting afit man in the post of President of the Local 
Government Board. That the President of the Local 
Government Board will be an unqualified and ignorant 
professional politician is just as certain as it is that he will 
not be a trained scientific expert, conversant with all 
matters appertaining to public health. Indeed, the 
Government has already signified its resolve to deal with 
no business save that of its own eviction during the 
' present Session. 

_ Fortunately there exists no cause for serious alarm as 
to an epidemic of cholera in England, and the public will 
do well to ignore ‘‘scare making’”’ efforts of nostrum 
vendors For the benefit of our readers, we give the 
instructions issued by the Prussian Ministry of Ecclesi- 
astical, Educational, and Medical Affairs, in order that the 
precautions necessary to be observed to escape cholera 
infection may be generally known :— 


“WHAT TO DO TO AVOID CHOLERA. 


‘« 1, The virus of cholera is in the evacuations of the patients, 
and can be transferred with them to and into other persons 
and in the most various things with them and be carried about. 
Such things are, for instance, linen, clothes, articles of food, 
water, milk and other drinks ; and with all of them, even if only 
the slightest traces of the evacuations, not perceptible to the 
natural senses, exist on or in them, the pestilence can spread. 

‘‘2. It easily happens, therefore, that the contagion is 
carried from place to place by persons who.are or have been 
ill of cholera or have come into contact with such, and who 
leave their places of residence in order, as they think, to escape 
the danger that threatens them there. This is all the more to 
be warned against, as, on the one hand, one may be already 
infected before departure, and, on the other, one can protect 
oneself better at home than elsewhere, especially when travel- 
ling, by taking the following precautions. 

“3, People should not be received into houses from places 
where cholera exists. As soon as cases of cholera have 
occurred in a place, persons coming from it must be regarded 
as possible bearers of the germ of the disease. 

‘4. Lead as regular alife as possible. Experience teaches 
that all disturbances of the digestion make one specially 
susceptible to cholera. Be on guard, therefore, against what- 
ever can produce such disturbances, such as excessive eating 
and drinking and indigestible foods. Avoid especially what- 
ever causes diarrhoea or irritates the stomach. In case of 
diarrhcea, however, consult a doctor at once. 

*¢s. Eat and drink nothing coming from a house where 
cholera is present. Things by which the disease can easily 
be transmitted—for instance, fruit, vegetables, milk, butter, 
fresh cheese—must be avoided, or taken only after being 
boiled. Especially the drinking of unboiled milk is to be 
avoided, 

“*6. All water which may be polluted by excrement, urine, 
kitchen refuse, or other dirt must be most rigorously avoided. 
Water taken from the ground under inhabited places, or from 
swamps, ponds, drains, or rivers is suspicious, because im- 
purities generally flow into them. Water polluted in any way 
by the excrements of cholera patients is especially dangerous. 
Special care must be taken that water that has been used in 
cleaning vessels or dirty linen does not get into or even near 
wells or standing and running waters. The best protection 
against the pollution of well water is afforded by iron tube 


wells driven «straight and sufficiently deep into. the -earth 
(Abyssinian wells). Phases , ‘3 

‘“«7. If it is impossible to get free from suspicious water, it 
must be boiled, and only boiled water drunk. 

‘*8. All this applies not to drinking water alone, but also to 
all water used for domestic purposes, because germs of disease 
can be communicated to the body by water used in cleansing 
kitchen utensils, cleansing and cooking food, washing, 
bathing, etc. In general, the belief that drinking water alone 
is to be regarded as the bearer of the virus, and that one is 
completely protected if only unexceptionable water is drunk, is 
urgently to be warned against. 

‘9, Every cholera patient may become the starting-point 
for the further spread of the disease, and it is therefore advis- 
able to send such patients to hospitals. If this is impossible, 
nobody must be permitted to approach them without 
necessity. : 

“10. Never enter a house with cholera in it except at the 
call of«duty. Never visit places where many people are 
assembled in cholera times. 

‘‘11. Never eat, drink, or smoke (even for one’s own sake) 
in rooms in which there are cholera patients. 

‘‘12. As the evacuations of cholera. patients are specially 
dangerous, clothes and linen soiled with them must either be 
burned at once or disinfected in the manner stated in the in- 
structions for disinfection published. simultaneously with 
this. 

‘73. The most scrupulous care must be taken that cholera 
evacuations do not get near wells or rivers serving as sources 
of water supply. 

‘14. All articles coming into contact with patients which can- 
not be destroyed or-disinfected must be rendered harmless by 
means of hot vapours in special disinfecting establishments, or 
not used for at least six days, during which they are kept in a 
dry and airy place, exposed as much as possible to the sun. 

**15. Persons who come into contact with a cholera patient 
or with his bed or clothing should wash their hands at once, 
especially if soiled with the excrement of the patient. Do not 
touch food with unwashed hands, or put into the mouth eating 
and drinking utensils, cigars, or anything else that may have 
been soiled in the sick room. 

‘16. In case of death the corpse must be removed to a 
mortuary as soon as possibie. ‘If it cannot be washed there 
it ought not to be washed at all. The funeral should be as 
simple as possible. The guests should not enter the house of 
death or take part in any funeral feast. 

“‘17, Articles of dress, linen, and other things that have 
been used by cholera patients, or been in contact with the 
corpses of Such patients, must on no account be used or given 
to others till they are disinfected. Especially they must not 
be sent to other places unless disinfected. The receivers of 
packages containing such articles from cholera places are 
urgently advised to send them at once, if possible, to a 
disinfecting establishment, or to disinfect them themselves 
with the necessary precautions. Cholera linen ought not to 
be received for cleaning till it has been disinfected. 

‘©78. No other preservatives against cholera are known, 
and the public are advised not to use the medicaments— 
cholera-brandy, etc.—which are always puffed in cholera 
times.”’ 


GLANDERS.—Owing to the continued spread of glanders in 
London it is proposed at an early date to approach the Board 
of Agriculture with a view of special measures being adopted 
for stamping out the disease. Professional men state that the 


present outbreak is the most serious that has happened for 
many years, and they attribute the spread of the disease 
largely to the various public horse-troughs. 
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INCREASE OF THE SCARLET FEVER EPIDEMIC. 


IN the thirty-three great towns of England and Wales, the 
death-rate last week, calculated on an aggregate population 
of 10,188,449 persons, was equal to a mortality annually of 
17°4 per 1,000. The numbers of deaths registered in these 
centres of population respectively were equal to the subjoined 
annual rates per 1,000 :— 


Birkenhead weld 


..» 21°r | Liverpool owl 2512 
Birmingham .«- 15°6.| London ... ce) apts 
Blackburn ... 18°8 | Manchester ahcrgs8 
Bolton ©... see ... 18°8 | Newcastle-on-Tyne - 14°] 
Bradford ... ott ... 16°4 | Norwich ... ui eens 
Brighton... ais ... 18°8,| Nottingham «. 4... 11°4 
Bristol 0 /16'2) 4 Oldham ex : »- 15°9 
Burnley ... , ..- Io'g | Plymouth $ETO'S 
Carditta ee .». 21°4 | Portsmouth » 1782 
Croydon ... the ... 10°8, | Preston ., $117°2 
Derby! tis. Fs .. 14°1 | Salford. ... eeu2iksO 
Gateshead : ... 10°0 | Sheffield ... Sees Qhg 
Halifax ... 14°9 | Sunderland «492319 
Huddersfield... sw TI°Q | Swansea’... «oe 4019 
Hull et tes ... 18°3 |, West Ham 7, raiy 
Leeds : . 13°6 | Wolverhampton aOngrd 
Leicester... 15 ot 


Of the fifty-seven deaths from diphtheria which occurred in 
the seven days which ended on Saturday, fifty took place in 
what is officially called Greater London. In the inner ring 
alone there were forty-two fatal cases of this contagious disease, 
which has actually caused during the week more deaths than 
scarlet fever, great as are the proportions now of that epidemic. 

In the inner circle of London, which has, according to the 
latest estimates, a population of 4,263,000, the number of births 
registered last week was 2,376, and of deaths 1,409. The births 
were 193 under the average of the corresponding weeks of the 
last ten years, and the deaths, similarly estimated, and making 
allowance in both cases for the increase of population, were 
266 below the average of the decennium. The death-rates in 
London during the last four weeks have been as follows :— 
18°9, 19°0, 17°5, and 17°2 per 1,000. 

Among the deaths from all causes were 33 from scarlet fever 
and 64 from measles. The former disease is, as we had occa- 
sion to observe some weeks ago, of a mild type, judging from 
the mortality as compared with the number of cases under 
public treatment. On Saturday the scarlet fever patients in 
the wards of the hospitals where that disease is treated 
numbered 2,995, as compared with 2,864 cases at the close of 
the preceding week. From “ diarrhcea and dysentery ’’ 125 
persons died. Four deaths were attributed to cholera and 
choleraic diarrhcea, and 16 to whooping cough. Influenza 
again claimed two victims. 

In Greater London there were 3,135 births and 1,787 deaths 
recorded—figures which corresponded to annual rates of 28°4 
and 16:2 per 1,000 respectively. In the outer ring there were 
18 deaths from measles and 56 from diarrhoea. Eleven deaths 
from measles, 3 from diphtheria, and 22 from diarrhcea 
occurred, in West Ham district ; 9 deaths from diarrhcea 
occurred in Tottenham sub-district, and 7 in Mitcham sub- 
district. 
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TWENTY CHILDREN POISONED.—A strange occurrence 
took place at Sunderland on Monday, by which over twenty 
children were poisoned. It appears that as the workhouse 
children were returning from school a number of them plucked 
some berries from the laburnum trees in the workhouse garden 
and ate them, without being aware of their poisonous properties. 
One or two of the girls became ill, and the doctor had to apply 
the stomach pump, whilst emetics were administered to the 
rest of the children. They were attentively watched during 
the night, and afterwards all were reported to be out of danger. 

CONVICTIONS FOR DRUNKENNESS.—The convictions for 
drunkenness in England and Wales, for the year ended 
December, 1891, have been published in the form of a Parlia- 
mentary Return. This is with regard to a population of 
29,001,018 The Sunday drunkenness shows 15,448 con- 
victions; during the other days of the week 153,551 con- 
victions. The convictions of licensed holders for permitting 
drunkenness were for Sundays drunkenness 87; at any other 
time go1. Analysing the return, Sunday drunkenness figures 
in the county of Chester to the extent of 394 convictions ; the 
county of Durham, 962 convictions ; the county of Lancaster, 

1,843 convictions; in the metropolitan police district there 
were 1,623 convictions; in the county of York (West Riding) 
there were 1,297 convictions; andin Glamorgan 854 convictions, 
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Transactions of the Seventh International Congress of 
Hygiene and Demography, Vol. XI. Indian Hygiene 
and Demography. (Eyre and Spottiswoode. London, 
1392. Price 2s. 6d.) 7 

THE publication of this valuable collection of contributions 
by the most eminent English and native Indian experts on 
Indian Hygiene is most timely. Times over it has been urged 
by one school of politicians that the only results of our 
conquest of India and our sway in that vast empire have been 
robbery, degradation of the natives, and famines produced by 
exploitation or misgovernment. Every page of the work 
before us, be it the contribution of Anglo-Indian or of native, 
testifies to the unremitting zeal with which English sanitarians 
have laboured to improve the social conditions of the people 
of India. Unfortunately, the general habits of the majority of 
the natives make the work of the sanitarian one of well-nigh 
heartbreaking difficulty. Amongst the subjects dealt with in 
this volume is that of the origin of cholera—a subject of 
alarming and international importance at the present moment, 
when the death-rate from that scourge in Russia reaches 
nearly 2,200 per day, and the dread disease has come as near 
our shores as Paris. Indian factory labour, mortality tables, 
burial systems, the sanitary condition of our army and 
barracks, demon worship, dispensaries and hospitals, educa- 
tion, prisons, railways, and water supply are amongst the 
subjects exhaustively dealt with. We extract the following 
from a singularly interesting paper on Sanitation in India, by 
Mr. Baldwin Latham, as explanatory of the reasons why India 
is the home of cholera :— 

Under existing arrangements the ground of all Indian cities is more 
or less impregnated with filth and the urinary excretions of man and 
beast, and so great is this pollution that in most cities local wells have 
become brackish as a result of ground pollution. Nor is this state of 
things confined to the cities, for in the villages there is just as great 
neglect of sanitary requirements, and the cattle often occupy the lower 
rooms of the habitation, thus adding to the unhealthiness of the dwell- 
ing and the pollution of the ground. The inhabitants of the cities, 
towns, and villages in India die of diseases arising from insanitary con- 
ditions at a rate of which we have no conception in this country.— 
Page 197. 

The water supplies are extremely defective. They are 
usually taken from tanks, the state of which is such that 
analyses show that the contents of the largest portion of them 
might be classed as raw sewage. Mr. Baldwin Latham gives 
an extraordinary instance of this on p. 199. 

As an example of the polluted state of the tanks, and the effects of 
often filling them in with vegetable and animal refuse, Dr. Simpson, 
the medical officer of Calcutta, gives a very interesting example in one 
of his recent annual reports as to the state of these tanks after being 
partially filled up. A woman residing on the banks of one of these tanks 
in Shampooker lit a fire for cooking purposes, but after the fuel was con- 
sumed the fire continued to burn with a continuous flame, and she was 
able to cook her food every day for more than a fortnight without being 
put to the expense of buying fuel. She kept the secret for some days, 
but at last told her neighbours, who were invited to come and see the 
wonderful light. Her visitors, however, became so numerous that she 
made a charge of a pice per head, and by this means, in one day, she 
realised no less than four rupees. It was a matter of great astonish- 
ment, the flame being looked upon by her visitors as the tongue and 
breath of the devil. The income of the woman was, however, stopped 
by some of the inquisitive visitors digging up the ground around the 
house, and so allowing the gases of decomposition to escape, after 
which the fire went out, or only burnt fitfully.” 

There is little wonder, therefore, that cholera is more or 
less prevalent in all parts of India, and that it is almost en- 
tirely due to the defilement of wells, tanks, and rivers. Un- 
fortunately for sanitation, religious superstition debars some 
classes of the native population from using filtered water, In 
some parts the death-rate reaches the appalling total of 81°8 
per 1,000 427°32 of which was due to cholera. We would 
cordially recommend all who take an interest in our Indian 
Empire to read this work on Indian Hygiene. It is the most 
accurate and valuable collection of facts that have hitherto 
been published about India. Every page testifies to the 
patient effort of sanitarians gradually overcoming prejudices 
and superstitions, and succeeding in reducing the death-rates 
in some districts from 80 per thousand to 34 per thousand. 
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The Manufacturers of this Preparation of Cocoa claim that it 


IS ABSOLUTELY PURE, 


And that it has no superior in the market, as far as Wholesomeness, Purity, Economy 
and Agreeableness go. 


Many of the Dutch Cocoas, with which the English market is flooded, are preparations of Cocoa 
combined with strong and injurious alkalies, and are, therefore, not wholesome; while they are not so 
cheap as they are represented to be, because, when mixed with water, they give in plain English 4 
SOAP, the alkalies helping to give an appearance of fictitious strength. CADBURY BROTHERS earnestly 
appeal to the Medical Profession to discountenance the use of these foreign, adulterated, perfumed 
Cocoas, and to encourage the consumption of pure home-made preparations, like their Cocoa Essence, 
which has received the unqualified support of large numbers of eminent Physicians and Surgeons. 
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The principal active ingredient of this Disinfectant is Perchloride of Mercury (Corrosive Sublimate), which is known 
to be the most certain and powerful destroyer of disease germs. When the “St. Bede Disinfectant” is dissolved 
according to the instructions given it forms a solution of the strength and character recommended by Dr. Buchanan, the 
Medical Officer of the Local Government Board, as being effective as a Disinfectant. It is prepared and packed in a 
form which makes it convenient and easy to be used. 

(Signed) JOHN PATTINSON, F.1.C., F.C.8., 
Public Analyst for Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 


The St. Bede Chemical Company, Limited, Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 
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It is also absolutely necessary to see that one is obtained which is thoroughly efficient in 

its action, and which can be easily cleaned and re-charged at homee THE MORRIS 
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ANALYSTS’ REPORTS. 


ST. GEORGE’S, HANOVER SQUARE. 


THE parish of St. George, Hanover Square, is perhaps the most 
favourably situated of any of the metropolitan districts as re- 
gards the supervision of its articles of consumption, The 
reports of the public analyst, Dr. Cassal, are issued quarterly, 
as well as yearly, and the members of the Vestry, as well as 
the general public, have thus an opportunity of ascertaining 
more frequently than is usual what is being done to detect im- 
purities and frauds in the composition of the foods and drugs 
sold within the parish. In Dr. Cassal’s latest report, which 
he has furnished to us, he points out—and he is entitled to be 
proud of the fact—that the number of samples of food and 
drugs taken in one year is equivalent to one for every 228 
persons. They embrace a wide variety of substances—milk, 
butter, cheese, vinegar, coffee, black tea, lard, glycerine, 
castor sugar, pickles, bottled beer, cod-liver oil, acetic acid, 
arrowroot, green tea, and cream. Out of 392 samples ex- 
amined in a year 277 were genuine, 82, ov 21 fer cent., were 
adulterated, and 32 were described as inferior. The percentage 
of adulterated articles was higher than in any of the previous 
five years-——a testimony to the fact that the Food and Drugs 
Act fails to effect what was intended of it. 

Dr. Cassal takes a very common-sense view of the milk 

question. He only returns as ‘‘ adulterated’? those samples 

~which palpably had been watered, or that had a percentage of 
fat abstracted. Other samples, almost as numerous as those 
adulterated, are described as ‘‘inferior,’’ all of them being of 
very bad quality, and exceedingly poor in fats. Dr. Cassal 
points out that in these cases of ‘‘ inferiority” the milks had 
probably been purposely so prepared as to be deficient in some 
proportion of fat, but the amounts left did not admit of the 
samples being reported as adulterated, having regard to the 
existing necessity for calculating results upon low standards 
of quality. It is misleading to report milks of this description 
as ‘‘genuine.’’ It is important to ascertain, for adminis- 
trative purposes, where, and under what circumstances, such 
milks are sold. On the question of the addition of boric acid 
preparations to milk, Dr. Cassal does not in this report express 
an opinion. 

Similarly, Dr. Cassal makes clear the position of the public 
analyst towards the question of the addition of boric acid to 
butter. In remarking that 39 out of 45 samples of butter re- 
turned as adulterated were samples which contained boric 
acid, he observes that ‘‘it is considered by many persons that 
the addition of boric acid compounds to dzzzer ought not to be 
regarded as an adulteration. This circumstance, may no doubt, 
lead to the innocent employment of these substances by those 
who believe that there is no objection to the practice. Although 
this may be the case, a public analyst has no option in the 
matter. It is his duty to state the fact and in drawing up his 
statutory report, such articles must at present be placed in 
the ‘ adulterated’ class.” 

The report deals with some cases of adulterated vinegar, 
and points out that they were all weak in acetic acid, but the 
low limit of quality which it is necessary to take prevents 
actual adulteration from being certified. Dr. Cassal is of 
opinion that the law should be altered to permit of the pro- 
secution of persons who sell such products as genuine vinegar. 

We have been criticised by various chemists and druggists 
for describing salicylic acid as an adulterant. They describe 
it as a preservative, and harmless. Read what Dr. Cassal 
says :— 





‘« The two samples of bottled beer reported as adulterated, contained 
salicylic acid in the proportion of at least 7 grains per gallon in each 
case. Beer containing this substance must unquestionably be regarded 
as ‘injurious to health’ within the meaning and intention of the Acts, 
and I stated this as my opinion in the certificates issued upon these 
samples. The salicylic acid is added for ‘ preserving’ purposes. Its 
addition, in any quantities whatever, to food is especially forbidden in 
some foreign countries. These cases may be taken as affording 
striking illustrations of the danger of allowing the unacknowledged 
use of so-called ‘ preservatives’ in food, having regard to the fact that 
there cannot be any difference of opinion as to the potency of salicylic 
acid as a drug.” 


An important pronouncement as to the working of the Food 
and Drugs Act in favour of the wholesale dealer is made by 
Dr. Cassal. He states that :— 


‘In my last quarterly report I stated my opinion that in all cases 
where so-called ‘warranties’ are produced by defendants, and are 
accepted by magistrates, proceedings should be taken against the 
persons giving such ‘warranties.’ Your Vestry took counsel’s 
opinion upon this matter. Mr. C. F. Gill, who was consulted, con- 
sidered that where a retail dealer protects himself from penal conse- 
quences by producing a warranty under Section 25, proceedings may 
then be taken by the inspector against the wholesale vendor who has 
consigned the goods to the former with a false warranty. The informa- 
tion may be laid under Section 27 (s.s. 3) for giving a false warranty in 
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writing to a purchaser in respect to an article of food sold by him. The 
right to prosecute for this offence is not limited to the retail dealer. 
If that were so collusion between the wholesale and retail dealer would 
render the Act nugatory, as the former might give false warranties 
and the latter might refrain from prosecuting, while the public were 
defrauded.”’ 


Dr. Cassal is not altogether in favour of the Amending Bilt 
to the Food and Drugs Act, introduced by Mr. Channing, Dr. 
Cameron, and others. ‘‘If passed,’’ he says, ‘‘this Bill would 
have seriously interfered with the application of the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act, and in certain respects would have ren- 
dered it inoperative. It was provided by the Bill that, after it 
had passed into law, a special warranty as to the purity of 
any articles sold by one trader to another should not be 
required where the ‘ Warranty Section’ was relied on by the 
defendant, but that every invoice or bill should be held to con- 
stitute such warranty. The mere production in Court of any 
invoice by an accused person would exonerate the accused. If 
the Bill had provided for the prosecution of the giver of the 
invoice, offences committed against the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act might have been brought home in some cases to 
the really guilty persons; but there was no such provision in 
the Bill, and offenders, both retailers and wholesale vendors, 
would in most cases have escaped altogether. In very many 
cases, moreover, the original vendors reside abroad, and could 
not be reached. The Bill contained other provisions which, if 
passed into law, would unquestionably have been most in- 
jurious to the public.”’ 





TH® Foop SuPPLY OF BIRMINGHAM.—Dr. Alfred Hill, 
the city analyst, reports that during the three months which 
ended on July 15th, 305 samples of food and drugs were sub- 
mitted to him for examination. Of ninety-six samples of milk 
examined twenty-one were adulterated, and one other was of 
low quality ; of the adulterated samples one had been watered, 
eleven had been skimmed, and nine had been both watered 
and skimmed. Eight of twenty-seven samples of so-called 
butter examined consisted of margarine. Of fifteen samples 
of sal volatile purchased, six were not of the proper strength 
or composition, and not one of six seidlitz powders was of the 
Pharmacopeeia standard. Five samples of yellow wax had 
very little bees’ wax in them, and consisted largely of paraffin 
wax; four samples of cayenne had been coloured with red 
lead; three samples of linseed meal contained a little starch, 
and one of oatmeal was adulterated with barley meal; two 
samples of saffron were found to contain only 30 per cent. 
each of genuine saffron; and two samples of tinned meat 
contained a little tin. 


SDSS 


PROCEEDINGS BY LOCAL AUTHORITIES. 


AT the meeting of the Rugby Local Board on Saturday, a 
letter was received from Mr. A. S. Field, clerk to the Warwick- 
shire County Council, enclosing the report of the Weights and 
Measures Committee. The committee were of opinion that it 
was unsatisfactory that the samples which were submitted to 
the County Analyst should come from the districts of only a 
few of the sanitary authorities in the county, and that it might 
possibly be a better arrangement if all samples for analysis 
were obtained by the County Inspectors of Sanitary Autho- 
rities. The Clerk of the Board thought they ought to object 
most strongly. The implication was that the inspectors of 
nuisances were not sufficiently independent to take samples in 
their own districts. Mr. Satchell, C.C., said the Council had 
just increased the salaries of the two County Inspectors of 
Weights and Measures, who had been engaged 291 days out 
of the year. They were therefore fully engaged in their present 
duties and could not undertake this work without assistance. 
He objected to creating these big offices with high salaries, 
and putting all the work into the hands of one or two men. 
No doubt there had been neglect in taking samples, but it 
pointed to the fact that the public bodies did not see that their 
officers did their duty rather than that the officers were incom- 
petent. Dr. Wilson (the medical officer) said the local in- 
spectors were so well-known in their own districts that they 
were often at a disadvantage in taking samples. Mr, Satchell 
asked whether it was likely the county inspectors who lived at 
Coventry and Warwick could carry out the Act in villages and 
towns in distant parts of the county so well as the local in- 
spectors. The Board did not think they could do better than 
go on under the present system, and the Clerk was instructed 
to inform the County Council that without unduly harassing 
tradesmen the Board would continue to carry out the Act, and 
that they strongly objected to the appointment of a county 
officer to do the work in their district. 
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ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 


COFFEE. 


At the Eastbourne Police-court, Robert E. Sandifer, grocer, 
Ashford Road, was charged with having, on July 16th, sold to 
the prejudice of the purchaser, coffee adulterated with forty per 
cent of chicory. Mr. Ollett, Sanitary Inspector, was the 
informant. Walter Dillaway, a youth, said: I am an errand 
boy in the employ of Mrs. Fowls, of 19, Cornfield Road. On 
July 16th I went to defendant’s shop, and said, ‘‘ Please will 
you give me half a pound of shilling butter and half a pound 
of coffee?’’ He put the things in papers, and I paid him 6d. 
for the butter and 8d. for the coffee. As I was coming out of 
the shop Mr. Ollett took the things, and I heard him tell Mr. 
Sandifer that they were to be analysed. By Mr. Sandifer : 
You have served my mother some years. There were four 
people in the shop, and you served ina hurry. You said you 
bought the butter as pure. You also said, ‘‘I buy the coffee 
at 1s. 64d. per lb., and sell it at 1s. 8d. At 1s. 4d. it is 
reduced with chicory.’’ By Mr. Ollett: I handed Mr. 
Sandifer 1s. 6d., and he charged me what he pleased for the 
coffee. Atthe time of the purchase he said nothing about 
there being a mixture of chicory. Mr. John Henry Ollett, 
Sanitary Inspector for the Central Ward, said: I told 
defendant it was too late to make any reservation after the 
purchase had been completed. He said, ‘‘I cannot sell pure 
coffee at 1s. 4d. per lb., but will sell you some at 1s. 8d.’’ He 
appealed to two men in the shop (customers) to say that he 
sold it asa mixture. One of them said he would appé&r as a 
witness and say so. I said, ‘‘ That remark as to its being a 
mixture was made after the purchase was complete, and when 
you knew for what purpose it was intended.’’ I divided the 
samples. He threw the coffee across the shop with the 
remark, ‘‘I am so upset! shall knock some one over directly.” 
I then left. The Analyst certifies that the butter was pure 
and the coffee adulterated with forty per cent. of chicory. On 
the same day Mr. Humphery purchased pure coffee at 1s. qd. 
Mr. Sandifer, in defence, said he had been nearly thirty years 
in business, and previous samples taken from his shop had 
proved correct. In this case he thought the purchase was 
more irregular than the sale, and it was only owing to the 
hurry that he did not use a coffee paper. He had never 
cheated the public. Mr. Mayhewe: When you sell it in a 
proper coffee paper does it say it is a mixture of coffee and 
chicory? Mr. Sandifer: Yes. Mr..Mayhewe: I think your 
explanation comes to this—that in the hurry you did not put it 
in the usual paper, Dillaway recalled, said that the defendant 
customarily sold him coffee at 1s. 4d. per lb. The Bench did 
not think there was sufficient evidence of any fraud on 
defendant’s part, and therefore they would dismiss the case. 


Mr. Green, grocer, of Ocklynge, was summoned at the 
same court for selling, to the prejudice of the purchaser, a 
mixture of coffee containing forty per cent. of chicory. The 
Town Clerk (M. H. W. Fovargue) prosecuted, and said the 
price paid for half a pound was eightpence, which was at the 
rate of 1s. 4d. perlb. The price of pure coffee being 1s. 8d. 
and the price of chicory being 5d. or 6d., they would come to 
no other conclusion than that there was too great a proportion 
of chicory-in the mixture. Defendant wrote in ink on the 
paper wrapper, ‘‘ Mixed with chicory,” and he was protected 
by statute provided the mixture was not made fraudulently to 
increase the bulk or weight. . Mr. Walter Grant, Sanitary 
Inspector, said: On July 19 I visited Mr. Green’s premises in 
Ocklynge Road. I said, ‘“‘I want to be served with some 
coffee.’’ He paused a little, and seeming to recognise me, 
said, ‘‘I have no pure coffee unground. We are never (or 
scarcely ever) asked for it.’’ I then said, ‘‘I will take half a 
pound of the article which you usually sell to your customers 
as coffee.”’ He weighed up the quantity asked for, and put it 
into a paper wrapper, on the outside of which he wrote in ink 
‘* Mixed with chicory.’’ I paid him eightpence, the price he 
demanded. I then declared my intention of sending the 
article for analysis. He had no objection to that proceeding. 
I divided the sample into three yarts. One part I sent to the 
Public Analyst, another I left with Mr. Green, and the third 
part I retained. I have received a certificate showing that 
the mixture contains forty per cent. of chicory. Sir Alfred 
Dent, J.P., asked whether the price of coffee did not vary a 
great deal. Mr. Grant: The price of pure coffee is 1s. 8d. or 
1s. 10d. The mixtures vary from tod. to 1s. 6d. Sir Alfred 
Dent: It varies more than that? The Town Clerk: Pure 
coffee has been bought at 1s. 4d. a pound. The price of 
chicory is §d or 6d. per lb. The Mayor: Mr. Green said to 
you that he was very rarely asked for pure unground coffee. 
Mr. Grant: It was either never or scarcely ever. In defence, 
Mr. Green said he told the inspector that coffee was 1s. 8d.a 
pound. Mr. Grant said, ‘‘ Have you got any cheaper ?’’ The 
speaker answered, ‘‘ We have the best Indian coffee mixed 








with chicory.’’ The words ‘‘ mixed: with chicory’’ were 
written on the wrapper. Mr. Grant denied that he asked for 
any cheaper. He also contradicted the statement that 
defendant said the price of coffee was 1s. 8d. The Bench 
dismissed the case. 


BUTTER. 


At the Police-court, Eastbourne, Mr. John Hoadley, grocer, 
of Seaside, was summoned for selling, to the’prejudice of the 
purchaser, butter containing thirty per cent. of foreign fat, 
and coffee containing fifty per cent. of chicory. The Town 
Clerk having had to leave, Mr. J. P. Humphery (Sanitary 
Inspector) applied to the Bench for leave to call an important 
witness, and permission was given. Mrs. Emily Lucy 
Humphery said: Iam the wife of Inspector Humphery. On 
July 15th, I went to Mr. Hoadley’s shop in Seaside, I saw 
the manager of the shop and said, ‘‘ Half a pound of shilling 
butter, please.’’ He said, ‘‘ Thank you,’’ and gave me the 
butter. Then he asked, ‘‘ What is the next article ?’’ I said, 
‘‘Half a pound of shilling coffee, please.’’ I also bought 
half a pound of sixpenny lard. Mr. Humphery stated that 
the lard was found to be pure. Mrs. Humphery: I paid 
1s. 3d. My husband met me as I was coming out of the shop, 
and told the manager he was going to send the goods to the 
analyst. Mr. Hoadley said he did not know if it would save 
the time of the court if he admitted that the articles were 
purchased. He denied having sold them. The Deputy- 
Magistrates’ Clerk (Mr. E. O. Langham) stated that the case 
must be proved. Mrs. Humphery: The manager said, ‘‘ The 
butter is not pure. It is a mixture.’’ My husband said, 
‘*You sold it as butter to my wife.’’ I said to the manager, 
‘*T asked you for butter.’’ He replied, ‘‘ We always do sell 
it for butter, but it is a mixture.’’ Mr. Joseph Paxton 
Humphery said: I am inspector for the East Ward of the 
Borough. On July 15th I met my wife at the shop of defendant. 
I saw Mr. Betts (the assistant), who said, ‘‘ You must not take 
any notice of it this time. It shall not occur again.”’ I 
replied, ‘‘I have my duty to do.’’ I produce the paper in 
which the butter was wrapped; itis perfectly plain. I produce 
it because we have not taken proceedings under the Margarine 
Act, which we might well have done. The paper in which 
the lard was wrapped has the word ‘‘ margarine’’ onit. I 
took parts of the sample to the Town Hall. While I was 
packing them in my office defendant came in. He said, ‘‘ My 
assistant has made a mistake in regard to the butter paper. 
He has wrapped the lard in the wrong paper.” I said, ‘‘It 
is strange he did not tell me so, particularly as I called his 
attention to the fact of the lard being wrapped in margarine 
paper.’’ He said, ‘‘ That isso. There has been a mistake, 
and the coffee you have is not pure. My aésistant last night 
while unpacking some tins had an accident and broke one 
and put it in with the pure coffee. The tin contained a 
mixture.’’ I said, ‘‘That’s funny. You did not tell your 
other assistant about it, and do you sella pure coffee ata 
shilling ?’’ To this he made no reply. He said, ‘‘ You 
must do what you can for me.’’ I said ‘‘I will.’’ (Laughter.) 
Mr. Cavendish: Did Mr. Hoadley know you were an in- 


spector? Mr. Humphery: Oh yes, sir. I sent in samples to 
Dr. Moore, the analyst. I put in his certificates :— 

Lard Pure. 

Coffee 50 per cent. chicory. 

Butter 30 per cent. of added fat. 


On July 17th I saw the defendant in his stores. He said he 
should plead guilty, as his assistant made a mistake. Mr. 
Hoadley: I want to know my position. Am I responsible or 
is my assistant? Mr. Mayhewe: We hold you responsible. 
(Mr. Hoadley proceeded to read an extract from the Margarine 
Act.) Mr. Humphery: We have not taken the summons out 
under that. Mr. Hoadley: We conduct our business under 
the Margarine Act. Mr. Humphery: You have offended 
against that. Mr. Hoadley: You told me you knew I could 
not sell coffee at 1s. a pound. You did not expect me to sell 
it at that price. Mr. Humphery: I did. Why did you adver- 
tise it? You sold it to my prejudice. Mr. Hoadley: Did you 
expect pure coffee ? Mr. Humphery: I expected what I asked 
for. You pretend to sell it by the fact of serving me. Mr. 
Mayhewe: At what price can you buya pure butter? Mr. 
Humpkery: I took a sample from the International Tea Stores 
at 1s., and it was found good. You can get it as low as 11d. 
I have bought pure butter at rod. Mr. Hoadley: Youcan 
get perfectly pure butter for 8d. We supply a Danish mix- 
ture called margarine at 8d., 1od., and 1s. Our plan is to 
label it and put it into margarine paper. I was away from 
home, and my assistant told me he had put the margarine in 
a plain paper, and the lard in a margarine paper. I went to 
see the inspector, as I thought the committee might not pro- 
secute. I fail to see how the coffee is sold to the prejudice of 
the purchaser. I sell pure coffee at 1s. 6d., and the best 
chicory at 8d. per lb. Together that would represent 1s. 1d. 
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per lb, The purchaser buying them mixed saved a penny in 

the transaction. I felt very sorry my assistant should have 

made such a mistake. Mr. Mayhewe: I understand your 
_ explanation with regard to the coffee, but not with regard to 

the butter. Mr. Hoadley: My assistant should have put it in 
_ the margarine paper. Mr. Mayhewe: It would still be a 
fraud if butter was asked for and margarine was supplied and 
put in margarine paper. 
dant reconcile his statement with Betts’ assertion, ‘“‘ We sell 
it as butter’? ? The Mayor: No doubt Mr. Hoadley will call 
Betts. Mr. Hoadley: I did not know it would be any use 
calling him. Not once in six weeks do we get asked for mar- 
garine. I consider we comply with the Act if we mark it 
margarine and put it ina margarine paper. Mr. Mayhewe: 
You are selling it at the price of the best butter. Mr. 
Hoadley: No, sir. We are asking ts. 6d. for our best butter, 
The last time samples were taken the butter was found pure. 
_ The Chairman: You must be fined qos., and costs 13s. The 
_ money was paid. 


BEER. 


_At Bridgend Petty Sessions on Saturday (Mr. R. W. 
Llewellyn presiding), Thomas Williams, Llanharran Hotel, 
Pontycymmer, answered to an adjourned summons charging 
him with selling adulterated beer. Mr. Plews, barrister, 
appeared for defendant, and the county analyst was present. 
On the case being called, Mr. Plews said he was open to fall 
in with a suggestion which had been named, viz., that, as the 
Bench had granted at an earlier period of the day a further 
adjournment of the charge against Mr. Griffiths, of the Ponty- 
cymmer Hotel, that case might be heard at the same time as 
the charge against Mr. Bevan, of the Blaengarw Hotel. As 
many of the witnesses would be the same, the cases should be 
all heard together. He was, however, quite ready to go on 
then. Superintendent Thomas said he was quite prepared to 
goon with the cases. It was a matter for the convenience of 
_the Bench. It was ultimately decided that the three cases 
should be heard on September 3. 


SELB TS, 


William Tamsitt, landlord of the Red Lion, Ashford, 
appeared to answer three separate summonses for selling adulte- 
‘rated rum, whisky, and brandy. Mr. Bracher defended, and 
pleaded not guilty. P.C. White, of Mersham, said that on 
july 19, acting on instructions from Superintendent Wenham, 
he went to the defendant’s house and purchased half a pint of 
rum, the same quantity of whisky, and a like quantity of 
brandy, paying 1s. 2d for each. He then told defendant’s 
wife that they were purchased for analysis by the public analyst. 
'Cross-examined: I went in the disguise of a labourer. I first 
had 2d. worth of gin, which I drank, and then asked for half 
‘apint of rum, The landlady did not say anything about the 
quality of it. I had the same quantity of whisky, and she 
said nothing about that. When I asked for the brandy she said 
she had some at ts. 4d. and some at ts. 2d., and I had the 
latter. Superintendent Wenham said he received the samples 
from the last witness, and divided them in the presence of the 
defendant. He took them to the analyst at Maidstone, and from 
the certificates produced he found that the whisky was 2°96, 
the rum 5°35, and the brandy 4°77 degrees below the legal 
limit. Mrs. Tamsitt said to him that they were not the best 
spirits, and he said that he did not know anything 
about that ; he must submit them as he received them. 
By Mr. Bracher: She did not say she told the constable 
that they were not the best. Tramsitt had held the 
license of the house for some years creditably, and the lodging- 
house had been conducted to his satisfaction. Mr. Bracher, 
for the defence, contended that from the price it would be 
granted that the spirits were poor. Before each purchase the 
constable was asked what quality he would have. Under the 
6th section of the Food and Drugs Act, under which these 
proceedings were taken, the article sold must be to the pre- 
judice of the purchaser, and he claimed this was not so in this 
case. He pointed out that the defendant had conducted the 
house satisfactorily. Annie Tamsitt, wife of the defendant, 
said she served White with the three quantities of spirits. He 
had the rum at ts. 2d., and when he asked for the whisky 
she said he could have it at the same price, and he said that 
would do. The price of the best whisky was 1s. 4d. White 
then said he might as well have a little brandy, and witness 
told him he could have it at the same price or a little better, 
but he said the 1s. 2d. would do. While she was serving him 
with the brandy she told him it was not the best brandy. The 
best brands was 2s. When he said he was a police con- 
stable she told him she had not sold him the best. The 
printed notice produced, ‘All spirits sold at this esta- 
blishment are diluted according to price,’’ was hanging in the 
bar. Her customers preferred quantity to quality. Police 
Constable White, recalled, said he did not see the notice in 
question, Had it been there he must have seen it. It was a 


Mr. Humphery: How does defen- ° 











small bar. The Justices retired, and unanimously agreed to” 
convict. On their return into Court, Colonel Groves stated this 

decision, but as the house had been conducted well, the fine 

would be reduced to tos. in each case, with 12s. costs for 

each— £3 6s. in all. 


COAL. 


G. Newman, trading as the Newcastle Colliery Owners’ As. 
sociation, 57, Wharfedale Road, King’s Cross, was summoned at 
Clerkenwell, at the instance of the London County Council, for 
selling coal of an inferior quality to that represented to the 
purchaser. Mr. Roberts, who appeared for the County 
Council, stated that this was, he believed, the first case of the 
kind, at least since the County Council became the coal 
authority, and before the existence of the County Council 
there was no coal authority. They were proceeding under an 
old Act of George III. The coals in question were delivered 
to a Mrs. Wright, and the County Council coal officer 
happened to be present at the time of the delivery. Mrs. 
Wright stated that, seeing an advertisement emanating from 
the Newcastle Colliery Owners’ Association that they were 
supplying ‘‘ hand-picked Wallsends at 17s. per ton,’’ she went 
to the office, which was a private house, and ordered half a 
ton. The coal was delivered, and she paid gs. for it, there 
being 6d. extra for delivery. On trying to burn the coal, it 
proved absolutely useless as fuel. She complained to the 
defendant, who said he would do ‘“‘as well as Mr. Newman.”’ 
Upon hearing that the County Council officer had seen the 
coal, he fetched it away and returned the gs. He averred that 
the wrong coal had been: delivered to her. Christopher 
Armstreng, coal expert in’ the employ of the Admiralty 
officials, said the ‘‘coal’’ in question was rubbish, being 
what was termed ‘‘ roof coal’’ or refuse ; not five per cent. of 
it was combustible, and it was poisonous in its nature. - Mr. 
Bros imposed a penalty of £7 tos. 
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SANITARY PROSECUTIONS. 





JOHN CHARLES, of 43, Highgate Road, appeared to answer 
the complaint of a summons taken out at Marylebone by the 
St. Pancras Vestry for allowing a defective drain at the house 
41, Dartmouth Park Road, so as to be a nuisance, dangerous 
or injurious to health. The defendant used to occupy the house 
with his family. He vacated it about the middle of June, and 
Mr. William M. Booth became the tenant at Midsummer day. 
Directly afterwards he and his wife experienced bad smells, 
and within a week one of his daughters had scarlet fever. 
Another daughter was suffering from blood poisoning. Witness 
and his wife had suffered with sore throats and headaches, and 
so had their housekeeper. Defendant had some work done, 
but the defects in the drains were not remedied. Mr. Booth 
told the magistrate that before he took the house he asked if 
the drains were all right, and the defendant assured him that 
they were. The house, he found, was overrun with rats. He 
had just discovered that the water in which his fevered child 
bathed had, owing to a defect in the waste pipe of the bath, 
fallen on to the lid of the drinking water cistern, and as there 
was a crack in that the water must have run through into the 
cistern. The defence was, that on receipt of the notice from 
the vestry, a builder named Scales, of Highgate Road, was 
engaged to do what was necessary. Scales was called as a 
witness, and he said he should have done more to the drain, 
but he waited for the instructions from the defendant’s surveyor. 
Mr. Hannay fined the defendant £5, with costs, and told him 
he must proceed with the work at once. 

GEORGE B. BOXALL, butcher, etc., of Tachbrook Street, 
Pimlico, was summoned at Westminster by the London County 
Council for contravening the by-laws carried into force by the 
Public Health Act of 1891 by slaughtering animals in view of 
the public, and further with allowing the blood to run into the 
public sewers, instead of being collected in proper receptacles. 
Mr. Roberts, who prosecuted for the County Council, said 
defendant had a large slaughter-house in a yard adjoining 
Vincent Street, Westminster, and as he let it for gain to other 
butchers he was responsible for all that took place. If the 
business was to be carried on as it had been at defendant’s 
premises it would be a matter for consideration whether the 
license he held shculd be renewed. Jewry, one of the County 
Council inspectors, gave corroborative evidence. Mr. Roberts 
remarked that the contamination of the sewers was a serious 
matter for the men who had to work in them. Defendant said 
that another butcher hired the place, and that personally he 
was not responsible. Mr. De Rutzen fined him £5 on each of 
wo summonses, and Its. on the third, with £3 3s. costs in 
ddition. The penalties and costs, amounting to £13 4s., were 
paid at once, 
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THE NECESSITY FOR AN 
AMENDED MARGARINE ACT. 





WE are sorry to see so few efforts being made to put a stop to 
the sale of margarine as butter. The gigantic proportions 
assumed by this fraudulent traffic are our excuse for directing 
public attention to the present unsatisfactory state of the law, 
and to the laxity of local authorities. In many large and 
populous centres, such as Norwich, Preston, Southport, North- 
ampton, Scarborough, Devonport, Carlisle, Tynemouth, 
and Dover, and within the districts unhappily controlled 
by the County Councils of Monmouth, Oxford, Hereford, 
Pembroke, Cambridge, Montgomery, Radnor, and the 
Isle of Ely, no samples whatever of food, drugs, or 
drink are taken., The local authorities of Wolverhamp- 
ton, Bolton, Ashton-under-Lyne, and a score more large 
towns are satisfied to let swindling flourish, and persistently 
shirk their obligations to the community. Not only that, but 
they hasten the decline of English agriculture, and the rise of 
Dutch and American manufacturers of filthy compounds. 

Many years ago Professor Postgate, of Birmingham, to 
whose exertions is mainly due the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 
instanced one case of a London firm who made purified grease 
to resemble butter, and sold of it 1,000 firkins, or 80 tons, per 
week. The Margarine Act, it was hoped, would put an end to 
vile impositions of this nature ; but as Dr. Adams, the county 
analyst for Kent, said on November 4th, in speaking of 
‘‘Fashion in Adulteration,’’ ‘‘ The practice of adulteration has 
become a fine art. Works’ chemists of the highest skill in 
each special department of the food trade are continually 
engaged in the endeavour to produce articles that can be sold 
at a greater profit than the things they resemble. This gives 
tise to a perpetual conflict between che falsifier on the one 
hand and the public analyst on the other, in which the latter 
in some respects is placed at a great disadvantage; for 
whereas every move and method on his part that is devised to 
advance the art of detection of adulteration is done openly in 
the face of the scientific world, ‘he arts of the adulterator 
are practised and perfected tn secret.” 

Dr. John Muter lately came across a scandalous case 
where butter was adulterated with cocoanut fat. 
Immediately arises an adulterating inventor who discovers 
a method of taking away both the taste and odour peculiar 
to cocoanut fat, and so treat it that it can be blended 
with pure butter, and defy the analyst to detect the swindle. 
This unscrupulous works’ chemist has found a substance that 
defeats the working of ‘‘ Reichert’s test.”’ 

The punishment for such impostures is no deterrent; 
indeed, the fines are, in general, farcical. At Cork, a butter 
vendor was charged with selling butter containing 41 per 
cent. of water instead of the usual 19 per cent. The fine 
inflicted was only 10s. and costs—a sum which the vendor 
could recoup by the sale of a very few pounds of the watered 
compound, om 
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Of -some 300 samples condemned by public analysts, the 
Government Board’s annual report for 1890-91 
states :—‘‘ Nearly half were reported to consist entirely of 
animal fat, while a mixture of the same substances in greater 
or less proportion was the cause of condemnation in all but 
twenty-six of the remaining cases.”’ 

In all, 295 cases were convicted, and the penalties amounted 
to only £420. 
adulterated butter is increasing when the fines for the 
nefarious practice only average some fwenty-nine shillings 
per case. 

At Liverpool, a butter dealer, against whom ¢hree previous 
convictions were recorded, was fined only 20s. and costs for 
exposing margarine for sale as butter. Another dealer, at 
the same court, was ized only 55. and costs for a like offence. 

A short time ago, Mr, O’Donel, the divisional magistrate 
(Dublin), had a batch of cases, and said:—“There were 
various opinions as to the wholesomeness of margarine, but 
if one read the American papers it would be found that it was 
made from offal from butchers’ premises. This offal was 
melted down and imported to this country, and the details of 
the manufacture of margarine were shocking and revolting. 
In all cases that came before him he would impose heavy fines. 
It should be noted that the margarine was labelled ‘ Sweet 
Tipperary,’ ‘ Talk of the Town,’ and ‘ Cork Butter.’ ’’ 

Margarine contains a considerable quantity of cotton-seed 
oil in addition to the substances Mr. O’Donel refers to so 
strongly above. 


With the ridiculous fines, varying interpretations of the Act . 


by different magistrates, and the fact that the Margarine and 
Sale of Food and Drugs Acts are deliberately neglected by 
the local authorities, whose duty it is to enforce the Acts, 
unscrupulous dealers have practically no check put on their 
frauds. 

The Grocer, November 28th, 1891, reports a case with the 
heading, ‘A Butter Dealer Heavily Fined.” The charges 
were threefold—viz., using unjust scales, selling butter adul- 
terated contrary to the Food and Drugs Acts, and an offence 
under the Margarine Act, by selling margarine not labelled as 
required by the Act of Parliament. If ever a case demanded 
punishment of the utmost fine the law allowed this was evi- 
dently such a one. The butter in one instance was labelled 
«“ Pure Danish Butter,” but it contained 80 per cent. of mar- 
garine. This dealer sold about 430 worth of butter and 
margarine per week. The unjust scales showed at each weigha 
farthing against the purchaser, caused bya piece of butter being 
attached to the dish of the scale underneath—as the inspector 
said, ‘‘purposely placed there’’—which made 6 per cent. 
difference in the dealer’s favour. 

Yet for selling as butter a substance adulterated with 80 per 
cent. of margarine the dealer was fined 20s. and costs, and for 
the unjust scales £5 and costs—in all, only £7 17s. 6d.—which, 
instead of being a heavy fine, is in reality little better than a de- 
liberate stultification of the Acts of Parliament. On Nov. 14, at 
Reading, a shopkeeper, presumably dealing only in butter and 
margarine, was summoned. On two occasions butter bought 
from him was shown to contain only 4 per cent. and 6 per cent. 
of butter respectively, and to have g 5-16 per cent. of insoluble 
fatty acids. Even here the full penalty was not imposed. 
seems incredible, but we have it on the authority of the Local 
Government Board report 1890-91 that in ~otone case have the 
authorities received information of the imposition of the 
higher fines authorised by the Margarine Act. 

That the Margarine Act requires amendment may be seen 
by the fact that Sir J. Kennaway, M.P., on June 18th, 1891, 
asked the Secretary to the Treasury if he would give instruc- 
tions, under Section 8 of the Margarine Act, to the officers of 
the Customs or Inland Revenue to take a few samples per 
week of French, Dutch, Danish, or Belgium butter, to examine 
the same, and see to what extent adulteration offences were 
being committed. 

Mr. Jackson replied that under Section 8 of the Mar- 
garine Act the Customs had no power to take samples 


No wonder that the sale of spurious and 
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of goods entered as butter unless there was specific reason 
to believe that the entry was false. Yet there are prosecu- 
tions every week showing adulterations in such butters of 





.30 to 80 per cent. of foreign fats. 


In every country save England the use of antiseptics in food 


-has been prohibited, but we permit the use of boric acid, 


salicylic acid, sulphurous acid, bisulphites, and benzoic acid, 
or benzoates as preservatives, 

Boracic acid is a gastro-intestinal irritant, salicylic acid 
acts on the stomach as a local irritant, and causes pain, 
nausea, and vomiting. There is artificial and natural salicylic. 
The artificial sometimes contains creosotic acid, which is 
injurious physiologically. This acid is also very largely 
employed in the manufacture of mineral waters. 

We are not amongst those who think they order everything 


_ better in foreign countries than we do in our own, but in the 


matter of punishment for impostures we might with advan- 
tage learn a lesson from the French, who appointed in 1891, a 
commission charged with drawing up projects for the repres- 
sion of adulteration. The commission determined to reject the 
plan just imposed of making it compulsory to mix colouring 
matter in margarine, in order that its presence might be 
detected in pure butter, and adopted the following regu- 
lations:—‘‘It is forbidden to exhibit, to offer for sale, 
import or export as butter, any production not exclusively the 
product of milk or cream, with or without the addition of 
colouring matter, such as the juice of the carrot. It is also 
forbidden to introduce into margarine or oleomargarine and 
in general all fatty substances, having the object of replacing 
or adulterating butter, any colouring matter calculated to give 
it the appearance of butter. A duty of 2 fr. per 200 lb. will be 
levied on all manufactured margarine and analogous products. 
Any infraction of these laws will be punished by imprison- 
ment for a period of from six months to two years. In any 
case of carelessness or omission in carrying out these regula- 


tions as laid down, an imprisonment of from fifteen days to 


three months will be enforced.’’ It is perhaps too much to ask 
that Parliament should have the sense to appoint a Minister of 
Public Health, but it is surely reasonable to demand justice 
for English farmers who are being slowly but surely ruined by, 
in no small measure, the encouragement given to foreign 
manufatucrers of swindling compounds. The Sale of Food 
and Drugs Acts must be made compulsory, and not be left to 
the option of the ignorant, careless, or interested local authori- 
ties. It is to be hoped that some intelligent, earnest member 
of Parliament will take up this question during the coming 
season. 
SEO RSS 


COUNT MATTEI, MR. W. T.STEAD, 
AND THE FACULTY. 





Mr. W. T. STEAD, on behalf of Count Mattei, in the Review of 
Reviews for January, 1891, abused the Italian Government for 
passing a measure prohibiting the sale of quack medicines. 
Whatever the reason was that prompted Mr. Stead to take up 
the cudgels for the most noted living patent-medicine quack, 
the exposure of the Mattei impostures are no newer to-day 
than they were eighteen months ago, when Mr. Stead was 
insulting the medical profession in the interests of the Italian 
charlatan. Mr. Stead, along with his withdrawal from the stupid 
position he then assumed, owes some explanation to the 
public who have been fleeced by Matteist nostrums, and to the 
profession, whose members he so wantonly insulted, 

It is nearly two years since Dr. Stokes analysed the Matteist 
remedies as follows, and the results were published in 
fly giene :— 

‘*‘ Analytical Laboratory, Vestry Hall, 
‘‘ Paddington Green, W., 
‘* October 21st, 1890. 

** Dear Sir,—On the 2nd of October I received from you three small 
bottles bearing the Government patent medicine stamp, each securely 
sealed with a wax, unbroken seal of a castle onarock. I have now 
carefully examined these chemically, physically, and microscopically, 
and I find as follows :-— 

‘*They were labelled ‘Elettricita, Bianca,’ ‘ Elettricita Verde,’ 
and ‘ Elettricita Rossa.’ 
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“To find if they possessed any special magnetic properties, they 
were placed singly in thin glass tubes; these tubes were suspended by 
silk filaments. Under such circumstances an electrical body would 
point one end to the north and the other end to the south. Not one 
of these came to rest in such a position; neither were any of them 
attracted by a magnet, as a magnetic body would be. Hence they 
certainly are not magnetic. Other tests showed that they were not 
electrical. 

‘To delicate test-paper they were perfectly neutral. Vegetable ex- 
tracts are usually either alkaline or acid; even if neutral when fresh, 
they speedily change. 

‘* They have the following characters : — 

Elettricita Elettricita Elettricita 


Bianca. Verde, Rossa. 
(White (Green (Red 
Electricity). Electricity). Electricity). 

Colour,, ‘ se, ne es »» None None None 
Odour... ss Be Ris &. .» None None None 
Taste .. a o- Fs A .. None None None 
Polarity : A oe ne .. None None None 
Specific gravity (distilled water = 1) +. 110006 1'0002 1:°0002 
Solid matter in 100 parts .. - 0-01 ool o'Ol 
Metals* an x — 88 ... None None None 
Alkaloids ae Ae; ae ve .- None None None 


* By metals is meant any foreign to water, or any such as are used medicinally, 


‘‘The microscope showed an absence of any floating particles or 
sediments such as are usu:lly present in vegetable extracts. 

‘* There is but one substance which possesses all the above qualities— 
that is water. 

‘* None of these fluids differ at all from water in any of their pro- 
perties.—Yours faithrully, 

(CAERS Wi. STORES, E2G-Ses, EL Gs, 
‘* Public Analyst to Paddington, Bethnal Green, and St. Luke’s; Gas 
Examiner to the London County Council.”’ 


At this time Mr. Stead penned his ‘‘ penny plain and two- 
pence coloured’’ account of the parlous state of Count 
Mattei living for many years in such dread of assassination 
at the hands of the medical faculty, that he had been com- 
pelled, according to Mr. Stead, to construct, on the summit of 
a hill, ‘‘a veritable fortress, in the heart of which he stored 
such apparatus as is necessary for compounding his reme- 
mes. y “There, according to Mr. W. Te Stead, “ he tas 
lived for years in a donjon keep, approached by a steel draw- 
bridge at the top of a lofty tower. With a trusty Andrea 
Ferrara by his bedside, and a tiny toy revolver ready to hand, 
the Count remains on guard against assassination.”’ 

The Italian charlatan whom Mr. Stead thus zealously 
championed sells about one million phials of granules and 
about one million bottles of electricities yearly. Out of these 
swindling, worthless concoctions—dzstzlled water, sold at 
3s. gd. per bottle, and phials at 1s. each—Count Mattei clears 
nearly £100,000 annually, the only necessaries for his busi- 
ness being a water tap, a plenteous supply of bottles, and 
dupes furnished by eulogy of the nature so lavishly showered 
on the wondrous ‘‘ cancer’’ remedies by Mr. Stead and other 
like ignorant and credulous persons. Now that the Committee 
of Investigation into the ‘‘ Matteist’’ remedies have, through 
their chairman, Dr. G. W. Potter, affirmed the accuracy of 
Dr. Stokes’ analysis, that the so-called remedies are but dis- 
tilled water, Mr. W. T. Stead owes to the public, who, by 
his persistent advocacy of Matteism, were duped into paying 
high prices for the quack remedies, some explanation. 

That has not as yet been forthcoming. It is high time the 
public were placed in possession of it. 


—>-=sEocess 
POISONOUS SWEETS. 


A PAINFUL incident, illustrative of the danger attending the 
eating of coloured sweets, occurred at Bolton the other day, 
when a boy named William Bretherton, and his two sisters 
were poisoned. The children purchased the sweets at a local 
shop, and shortly afterwards were taken seriously ill, their 
condition for some time being very serious. Strong emetics were 
administered, and the sufferers are now progressing favourably, 
and will probably recover. 

White sweets are often (in Common with others) weighted 
with terra alba, a substance about as digestible as soft stones, 
besides being made in a great part of pure glucose ; still, they 
are better than the coloured, for even the commonest colour. 
red, is often obtained by using red lead, bisulphuret of 
mercury, or bisulphuret of arsenic; green is sometimes 
coloured with verdigris or arsenic of copper; yellow with 
iodide of lead or yellow ochre; blue with Prussian blue or 
litmus, which is often adulterated with arsenic and a prepara- 
tion of mercury ; while the browns and purples are also unsafe. 
It may be argued that sweets contain too little of any of 
the substances to be injurious ; but it should be borne in mind 
that children are easily affected by even small quantities of 
medicine, and would, therefore, be by poison as well; besides, 
these minerals accumulate in the system until graver results 
often occur. 
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ITEMS OF INTEREST. 


WE called attention last week to the unsatisfactory attitude 
of Somerset House towards adulterators. Magistrates through- 
out the country have frequently to complain of the loopholes 
the Somerset House officials furnish, by which vendors of 
fraudulent substances escape punishment, and that certain 
‘‘ specialist ’’ solicitors who are retained in adulteration cases 
have come to rely upon an analysis from Somerset House as 
a means of enabling them to bait or insult the public analyst 
and befog the court. The Somerset House analysts are, 
after all, public servants paid to do a public work, and it is 
as well that they should be reminded of the fact. Recent 
cases showing prosecutions instituted in August for offences 
committed in April do not indicate that much trouble is taken 
to do the work in other than a perfunctory manner, and the 
well-known and studied resistance of Somerset House to the 
efforts of public analysts has reached such a stage as to be- 
come a public nuisance. 








Dr. CHARLES E. CASSAL, in his recent report to the Vestry 
of the Parish of St. George, Hanover Square, says :— 
‘“THE REFERENCE OF CASES TO SOMERSET HOUSE.” 


‘«‘ T have felt compelled to call the attention of your Vestry to the 
unsatisfactory state of things which may result by the reference of dis- 
puted cases of adulteration to Somerset House, In a recent case a 
public analyst certified a sample of butter to contain at least 15 per 
cent. of foreign fat. The present president of the Society of Public 
Analysts, who, in addition to his official position, is a well-known 
authority on the analysis of butter, analysed a portion of the public 
analyst’s sample and certified to the same amount of adulteration. 
_ The case was disputed, and the inspector’s reserve sample was sent to 
_the chemists at Somerset House. The certificate drawn up by them, 
after stating certain analytical details of no real bearing on the point at 
issue, and which, in any case, ought never to appear in certificates, 
went on to state that ‘the result of a full analysis of the fat shows that 
the butter practically falls within the limits of the poorest quality of 
genuine butter met with in commerce, and they do not, in our opinion, 
afford evidence that foreign fat has been added to the butter.’ 

“Tt will be observed that the wording of this certificate is, in some 
respects, exceedingly cautious ; but what it is that constitutes ‘ poorness’ 
of butter-fat is a question immediately raised by it. The term is in- 
applicable. It must however be held to mean that the fat departed to 
some extent in character from butter-fat, and it plainly implies in- 
feriority. From an analytical point of view the fat of butter or any fat, 
as such, can only justly be regarded as inferior in consequence of 
differences in composition and character such as would result from the 
presence of another fat ; that is, analytically, zferiority of the fat of 
butter can only be constituted by the presence of another fat. There 
is no such thing as oor butter-faz. 

‘“‘Tt is on all accounts to be regretted that the Somerset House 
chemists should differ from the great majority of public analysts in 
adopting too wide limits and in showing so much leniency. The 
occurrence of cases of this kind is the more unfortunate as Somerset 
House is often erroneously looked upon as a sort of Appeal Court. 
The authorities concerned with the suppression of adulteration and the 
public analysts appointed by them are placed in a position of much 
difficulty in consequence.” 





THE DUKE OF DEVONSHIRE died, after a life undistin- 
guished by any act of public benevolence, leaving of the 
immense fortune for which he had neither toiled nor spun not 
one penny to any charitable or public object. It is very rare 
indeed that we hear of any generosity on the part of the 
immensely rich members of our nobility. 





CONTRAST the peer with the newspaper proprietor. Not 
long ago Mr. Passmore Edwards, proprietor of the Zcho, gave 
a large sum to a charity. He has now followed up that 
generosity by giving a convalescent home to his native 
county, Cornwall, and by further endowing it with £3,000. 
Another newspaper proprietor, Mr. George Purkess, owner of 
the Police News and Family Doctor, gives yearly to the 
Hospital Fund several hundreds of pounds. Verily our 
Devonshires, Bedfords, Hamiltons, and the like have much 
to learn in charity from our newspaper owners. 


—— — 


IN the course of some timely and sensible remarks on 
sanitation, our contemporary, Homeland, says :—‘‘ A splendid 
disinfectant may be made by dissolving an ounce of perman- 
ganate of potash in about a quart of water. A teaspoonful of 
this fluid to a pail of water will be found very efficacious for 
flushing drains, or for any other similar purpose, and a little 
of the fluid poured into a saucer will at once remove any un- 
pleasant smell from a room.’’ As so many of the high-priced 
and largely-advertised disinfectants are worthless, or sold at 
extortionate rates, this simple recipe may be of service to 
many. 





A MEETING of the committee of the Animals’ Institute has 











been held to protest against the closing of the water- 
troughs. At this season ofthe year horses require water more 
than at any other time. The best authorities believe that there 
is no actual increase in the death rate from glanders, but that 
the apparent increase has been caused by the action against 
the London Road-Car Company by the London County 
Council. The result of the activity of the Council has been 
that horse owners have reported their suspicious cases which 
otherwise they would not have done. Veterinary experts in 
connection with the Animals’ Institute are of opinion that 
glanders is rarely communicated by well regulated water- 
troughs, and that the closing of the same is a piece of gross 
cruelty which should be immediately rectified. 





THE local authorities of Richmond are troubled about their 
water supply. The works were started sixteen years ago, 
when it was hoped they would be carried out for £28,000, and 
water supplied at the rate of 6d. in the pound, but the town is 
still without an adequate independent supply, although more 
than £80,000 has been borrowed for that purpose, and the rate 
last year was at 1s. 4d. in the pound. Some of the extra ex- 
penditure has been necessitated by the growth of the town, 
the population of which, it is said, is nearly half as large again 
as it was when the works were planned, but for all that the 
outlook is gloomy; but of the £80,000 borrowed more than 
£50,000 remains unpaid, and the town is still dependent for 
part of its supply upon the Southwark and Vauxhall Company, 
who, taking advantage of the necessities of the corporation, 
make them pay Is. per 1,000 gallons for it, while they supply 
private consumers in the same district at 6d. The water 
supply committee have come almost to the end of their re- 
sources, and will have to raise yet another loan if the works in 
progress, which include the sinking of a new well, are to be’ 
continued. 


HASTINGS has very fine sea water swimming baths, and doubt- 
less the company owning them are not very satisfied with the 
small dividend they pay. The dividend, however, although 
only some 13 per cent., is more than the company deserves. 
During a visit the other day, the first-class swimming baths, 
for which a charge of 1s. is made, were not only found to be 
devoid of such necessaries as a looking-glass, brush and comb, 
etc., in the dressing boxes, but the boxes themselves were in a 
very filthy state. Cobwebs and dirt lay thick in the corners. 
The baths company would do well to bearin mind that ‘‘ clean- 
liness is next to godliness.”’ 

As to Hastings itself its sanitary condition appears very 
satisfactory, and if there were more energy displayed by its 
inhabitants in bringing pressure to bear on the railway com- 
panies to cheapen the fares and give it the facilities now 
bestowed on Brighton and other health resorts, Hastings would 
speedily draw morevisitors. The ‘‘ uses of advertisement,’’ so 
well understood by the people of Southport, Douglas, Black- 
pool, and other resorts now rapidly growing in public favour, 
do not seem to be appreciated much by many of the south 
coast watering-places, hence the growing success of the more 
enterprising northern health and pleasure resorts. 


THE Meriden Board of Guardians at their last meeting dealt 
with a Committee from the County Council on the analysis of 
food, suggesting that samples of food for analysis should be 
taken by inspectors of weights and measures, and calling 
attention to the neglect of certain parishes in not sending 
samples for analysis. The chairman explained that Meriden 
always looked after this matter, and no doubt other parishes 
refrained from sending many samples because of the expense, 
viz., 10s. 6d. per sample. As the County Council had now 
fixed Dr. Bostock Hill’s salary at £350 per annum, no parish 
need fear sending samples because of the fees, which had now 
been abolished. Several Guardians expressed an opinion that 
the duty of bringing samples should still rest with the Inspector 
of Nuisances, and the Clerk is to inform the County Council, 
who invited an expression of opinion, of this feeling. 





THE monthly meeting of the Bulkington Local Board was held 
on Monday evening. The report of the Medical Officer (Dr. 
Peacock) said the health of the district was good. The Warwick- 
shire County Council wrote calling attention to the fact that only 
a few authorities in the county availed themselves of the services 
of the county analyst under the provisions of the Food and Drugs 
Act, and suggesting that for the future samples shonld be taken 
by the county inspector of weights and measures. It was 
decided to defer the matter until the next meeting, but at the 
same time Superintendent Prosser reported that a fine of qos. 
and 17s. 6d. costs had been imposed on a dairyman for selling 
adulterated milk, It was stated that the technical education 
grant for the current year would be £28, 
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THE ANNUAL MEETING OF THE 


BRITISH INSTITUTE OF PUBLIC 
HEALTH. 





THE British Institute of Public Health met in Dublin on 
Wednesday, under the presidency of Sir Charles Cameron. 
The presidential address dealt with the unenviable reputation 
of the City of Dublin as an unhealthy place—‘ a water-logged 
city situated in a mud valley,’’ as Dr. Houghton once de- 
scribed it. The main points of the address were similar to 
those advanced by the able president in his paper read at the 
International Congress of Hygiene and Demography, last 
year. The abnormal typhoid rate of Dublin, increasing in- 
stead of decreasing, was, in Sir Charles Cameron's opinion, 
caused by the sewage-saturated condition of the soil of the 
city. He said:— 


“fle had put himself in communication with fifty of the 
courteous medical officers of health of the principal towns in 
England and Scotland, and he found that the mean annual 
death-rate in these fifty towns for the last five years from 
typhoid fever was 3°2 per 10,000. The rate in the different 
towns varied considerably, from *7 per 10,000 to 5*2 per 10,000 
in St. Helens, Lancashire. St. Helens had, however, an 
equal in Belfast, which, though it had improved more than 
any town in Ireland in material prosperity and population, 
had not improved so far as typhoid was concerned, its death- 
rate from typhoid during the five years ending ’91 amounting to 
5°3 per 10,000. Dublin came in a bad third, with a death-rate 
of 5 per 10,000, and then followed the principal English towns 
Now, why did typhoid exist so much in Dublin and increase 
instead of decrease ? Was it because their water system was 
bad, or their drains and sanitary accommodation were worse 
than in other towns? He really did not think it was. He 
knew it was a fashionable thing when a typhoid case occurred 
to attribute it to polluted water or defective drainage, but the 
history of typhoid fever in Dublin showed there must be other 
causes at work. Dublin had a water supply that beyond all 
doubt was one of the finest in the United Kingdom, and they did 
not get typhoid, at all events, from that source. The city sewers 
had this defect which, he hoped, the main drainage scheme 
would soon remedy—that they had the sewage impacted in 
them eight or ten hours a day, owing to the sewers being lower 
than the sea level. The fact was that the death-rate from 
typhoid was seven or eight times as great as it was in many of 
the English towns, which he knew from his own personal ex- 
perience could not compare in point of public sanitation with 
the City of Dublin. There must be some other cause, and his 
theory was that it depended on the sewage-saturated condition 
of the soil itself. He had come to the conclusion, after care- 
fully thinking over the matter, that at all events in investigat- 
ing the phenomena of typhoid fever in Dublin they must agree 
that it was of a miasmatic character, that it was malarious, 
and that the germs rise out of the soil. In the distribution of 
2,000 cases of typhoid fever in Dublin, it was found that one 
person in 144 within the last ten years had got typhoid fever in 
places where there was a clay soil, and that one in g2 had it in 
places with a gravel soil. The social conditions were the 
same in both areas, and yet it was found that there was very 
little typhoid on gravelly soils, and that there was fifty per 
cent. a greater chance of getting it on gravelly soils than on 
the clay soils. 

‘“‘ The streets of Dublin had been polluted by a system of 
storing up human excreta, which had gone on for centuries, 
the result of which system was that in the low-lying soil,badly 
dressed as it was, enormous accumulations of animal matter 
of an organic character must have occurred. In the great 
cities of America malaria was disappearing with the advance 
of population, but it was rapidly being replaced by typhoid 
fever, and as the ground was being saturated with the organic 
matter of the animal kingdom they found that typhoid fever 
prevailed just as malaria prevailed when the ground was 
saturated with the decaying matter of the vegetable kingdom. 
By improving the drainage, keeping the soil free from filth, 
which was now being done by an expeditious removal of that 
filth, and the keeping of the atmosphere underground as pure 
as the atmosphere above ground, and by means of the great 
system of main drainage, which was now on the eve of being 
carried out, he thought they would be providing powerful factors 
in reducing the abnormal fever death-rate of the City of 
Dublin.’’ 


In the discussion that ensued, Dr. H. R. Graves and the 
Rev. Dr. Haughton took part. 


Dr. F, J. Allan, Medical Officer of Health, Shoreditch, read 
a paper on typhus fever, in the discussion of which Dr. Little- 
john took part. Dr. Allan stated that :— 


‘*Two undoubted cases of this disease occurred in some 
insanitary and dilapidated property in the area which is to be 
cleared by the London County Council under the ‘ Bethnal 
Green Scheme.’ It had been expected that as soon as the’ 
houses were condemned they would be pulled down, but now 
two years had elapsed and the houses were still occupied, and 
had been going on from bad to worse. A house on the 
borders of this area was occupied by three families. One of 
these was in a state of the greatest destitution, and the four 
members thereof were all in hospitals. One was thought to 
be continued fever, two pneumonia, and the fourth abortive 
typhoid. Two persons in the room below who had gone into 
the room occupied by this family sickened of undoubted typhus 
fever, and Dr. Allan suggested that the four other persons 
were in reality suffering from various manifestations of the 
same disease. Discussing the way in which this disease 
arises, he said that he believed there existed some ordinarily 
harmless microscopic, body, which under conditions of destitu- 
tion, filth, intemperance, etc., developed infectious and 
dangerous properties.” 


Following this, Dr. Moore traced the progress of cholera to 
Europe from its homein Asia. 

In the discussion the Rev. Dr. Haughton very foolishly 
introduced his political opinions as follows :— 


‘‘Cholera to Dublin must come by sea, probably from 
Liverpool. They owed a great number of obligations to 
their English friends, and amongst them the introduction of 
cholera morbus (laughter). They proposed in return to import 
Home Rule into England, and, he declared to God, of the 
two he would rather have cholera morbus.”’’ 


Apart from the bad taste that prompted the dragging in of 
a political question at a scientists’ meeting, the learned and 
reverend doctor should have considered that amongst the 
guests were many scientists of equal eminence, whose 
political opinions are diametrically opposite to his, but 
who would be ashamed to air them in an aggressive and 
insolent manner at a meeting such as the Health Congress. 
A paper was contributed by Dr. McWeeney, on typhoid fever, 
in which he pointed out how Buchner’s discovery, only 
published a few weeks ago, ‘‘that all disease germs, 
suspended in sewage-water can be certainly and effectually 
destroyed by exposure to the direct action of daylight for 
some hours,’’ placed it within the powers of the authorities 
of our great towns to easily and inexpensively disinfect the 
sewage, should Buchner’s discovery be found practicable. 
The bacteria of typhoid were very exhaustively and ably dealt 
with, and the baccili of typhoid were exhibited by Professor 
McWeeney to the visitors. We shall deal more fully with the 
various papers in our next issue. 
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A WORKING BAKER, living in a lodging-house in Hatton 
Wall, died in Highgate Infirmary last week from the effects 
of a meal of tinned salmon. He had eaten the greater part 
of a 54d. tin at tea one day without any ill effects, and put 
some vinegar in the tin along with the remainder, which he 
placed in the kitchen cupboard, which was very hot, owing to 
a large fire which was kept burning close by both night and 
day. Next day he and another man finished the salmon, and 
both were taken ill. They had some medicine from St. 
Bartholomew’s Hospital, but two days later the baker became 
much worse, and died after his removal to Highgate. Our 
representative spoke to Dr. Maclaren, under whose care the 
poor man expired, and who said at once that there was not the 
slightest harm in the salmon itself. ‘In fact,’’ said he, ‘I 
would not mind joining you in a tin just like it if I were 
hungty.’’ The cause of the poisoning, said the doctor, was_ 
the putting vinegar in the tin, and then its being placed in a 
hot cupboard for twenty-four hours. A fermentative change 
was thus set up, which produced the poison from which the 
man died. It appears that the trade in canned goods is care- 
fully watched by the London Chamber of Commerce, and the 
canning has to be done with great care. If all the air is 
expelled from a tin its ends are drawn in in an unmistakable 
way, and unless this sign is present no tins are allowed to be 
put on the market. The tin itself is innocuous, but if the 
food is allowed to stand in it long it may corrode and become 
dangerous, especially under the influence of an acid like 
vinegar. 
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Cocoa: All About Jt. By Historicus. (Sampson, Low, 
Marston and Co., Limited, St. Dunstan’s House, E.C.) 


CocoA has grown so rapidly in public favour as an article 
of food,and has been so grossly adulterated by many uuscrupu- 
lous English and foreign manufacturers, that a work on cocoa 
written, as the one before us is, by an expert is timely and use- 
ful. The history of the use of cocoa, analyses, methods of 
manufacture, the value of cocoa as food, and its various 
adulterations, form chapters of much interest. The chapter 
on adulterations is scarcely so complete as the importance of 
the subject requires, but some of the analyses as to the rela- 
tive nutritive values of cocoa, tea, and coffee are useful. 

‘‘The active principle of cocoa is theobromine, of which 


active principle we find, according to Drs, Playfair and 
Lankester — 


Tea contains 
Coffee ,, ae 
Cocoa ,, oe 


ee 3 per cent. theine. 
caffein. 


theobromine. 


1 
ee ee Iz 9 


ee oe 2 9 


‘Cocoa also contains a volatile oil, which gives its delicious 
aroma, and, no doubt, essentially adds to its refreshing and 
exhilarating character as a beverage. 

‘‘Nearly nine-tenths of the cocoa bean is composed of 
matter that is assimilated by the digestive organs; while with 
tea and coffee more than one-half is thrown away as waste 


product. The proportions of woody fibre are as follows :— 
Tea ee ve ee .. 20 per cent. woody fibre. 
Coffee nC: Be ane hs a3 5 
Cocoa i. a oe wert (4 


? 9 


‘Cocoa is said to yield thirteen times the nutriment of tea 
for the same value, and four anda half times as much as 
coffee.’’ 


As to current adulterations ‘‘ Historicus’’ says:—‘‘ We are 
glad to believe that Venetian red, umber, peroxide of iron, and 
even brick-dust, are adulterations of the past. 

““ We have, therefore, to deal with the more difficult defini- 
tions of adulterations that are not necessarily injurious to 
health, but that reduce the value of cocoa as a food. We 
have already shown that cocoa is rich in its nitrogenous 
elements, and therefore of such inestimable importance as a 
builder-up and strengthener of the human frame, that we need 
be very jealous of all devices used by manufacturers to reduce 
its value. There are a certain class of additions to cocoa that 
can only come under the head of fraudulent adulterations 
when they are mixed in extravagant quantities; we allude 
more particularly to farinaceous substances, such as arrow- 
root, sago, potato-starch, etc. 

‘‘ There can be no objection to such additions so long as 
they are stated, and the mixture not sold as cocoa. It is 
hardly fair, however, to term such articles chocolate, or 
chocolate powder (certainly not cocoa), when the proportion of 
cocoa does not amount to one-tenth part of the whole. 

‘‘ We have samples of such articles before us that have been 
palmed on to the public as ‘soluble cocoa.’ We cannot 
admit under any circumstances that the addition of starch im- 
proves the quality. It may be that some prefer their cocoa 
thick, but while the addition of farinaceous substances is 
made to absorb the excess of butter and to make it ‘ soluble,’ 
it must not be forgotten that it takes the form of an emulsion, 
and therefore cannot be so wholesome as food. 

‘* We now come to the still more difficult and subtle question 
of the addition of alkali in the preparation, of pure cocoa partly 
deprived of its natural butter. The reason for this is quite 
apparent to the initiated. 

“The addition of soda, potash, magnesia, or ammonia, 
either when the cocoa is being roasted or after that process, 
so acts upon the cocoa that it deepens the colour, and gives 
an apparent strength when prepared for drinking, while it 
saponifies the butter still remaining in the cocoa, thus holding 
the cocoa longer in suspension. (Cocoa can never be chemi- 
cally or actually soluble.) 

‘‘An eminent English physician (Dr. Crespi) has lately 
written upon this question in a communication to the October, 
1890, number of a leading American publication, Wygzeve, and 








gives us the result of his investigations, from which we make 
the following extract :— 


‘“«« Unfortunately we have of late years seen the country 
flooded with foreign cocoas, pure in great measure—that is, 
innocent of starch and sugar—but contaminated with an ad- 
mixture of alkali. The exact percentage of these additions 
and the steps in the process are not, however, perfectly clear. 
The object of this adulteration is this: cocoa does not give an 
infusion or decoction, but mixed with water is practically a 
soup ; it is suspended, not dissolved. Now the addition of an 
alkali gives rise to a soap in plain English, much as when 
common soap—a compound of oil and alkalies—is mixed with 
water; but this alkalised cocoa has an appearance of strength 
which it does not possess, and the ignorant consumer hastily 
assumes that he is getting far more for his money and being 
supplied with a much better article, so that he cheerfully pays 
a higher price for his medicated beverage. But we are not so 
much concerned with the actual injury done by the adultera- 
tion of cocoa with alkalies as with the principle. The recent 
great improvements in the preparation of cocoa, as we have 
said above, by removing the superabundant oil, have so much 
increased the digestibility of this nutritious beverage that the 
last excuse for the addition of alkalies and starch is gone, and 
the presence of the former, besides being deleterious to some 
constitutions, cannot answer any purpose except giving an 
appearance of fictitious strength.’ 


Upon the question of fines as a deterrent, ‘‘ Historicus’’ 
expresses no opinion, but as, however, only 96 samples were 
analysed during the whole year in the United Kingdom, 
cocoa adulteration is a profitable business, As the Local 
Government Board report despairingly says: ‘‘It must be 
admitted that, considering the ease and profit of the ordinary 
methods of adulteration, the practice is not likely to be effectu- 
ally stopped so long as magistrates continue to be as lenient 
as they have shown themselves in the past.”’ 

The fines, we notice, were infinitesimal, and we commend 
the following to ‘‘Historicus,’? should a new edition be in 
contemplation :— 

The twentieth annual report of the Local Government Board, 
speaking of the samples of cocoa analysed during 1890, says: 
—‘*No less than a third of the ninety-six samples analysed 
were condemned. In many instances the amount of sugar, 
starch, and arrowroot added was so considerable that the 
nutritive value of the quantity of cocoa used for making a 
cupful must be infinitesimal.” 

Lest anything in this review should be regarded as an 
attack on individuals instead of the system, the name of the 
large firm of cocoa manufacturers who figured in the follow- 
ing case is suppressed, the more so as their practice is not 
an exceptional one, but is general in the trade. 

In September, 1891, a large firm of retailers was summoned 
for selling adulterated cocoa. The purchase was proved by a 
constable and a police superintendent. On the constable 
saying that the sample was for the county analyst the 
retailer immediately affixed to the package a special label 
supplied by one of the largest cocoa manufacturers in England, 
at the same time remarking, ‘‘ I am copped this time!”’ The 
article sold as cocoa on analysis was proved to contain only 
50 per cent. of cocoa, 37 per cent. of sugar and 13 per cent. 
of starch being added to it. The sapient Justices inflicted a 
fine of 5s. 

Even worse than this are other cases recorded. The articles 
sold as cocoa contained in one case 4o per cent. of sugar and 
15 per cent. of starch ; in the other 37 per cent. of sugar and 
13 percent. of starch. The fines inflicted were only 20s. and 
costs in each case. 

A well-written and interesting account of the processes of 
manufacture as carried on by Messrs. Cadbury, Bournville, 
who, it appears, clear one-third of the total imported cocoa, 
forms a chapter of the book. 

Cadbury’s Cocoa Essence has now become a_ household 
word, and we are pleased to see that whilst this great firm 
spares no effort to keep up the high standard of purity for 
which its products are famed, it takes every care to make the 
lot of the workers at Bournville a happy one. Unfortunately, 
in many chocolate works the reverse is the case, and the 
comfort of the workers the last consideration. 
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“+. The Medical Profession are Samki ( ic requested to advise these Patients to order 
4 “ONE STAR — 
“THREE STAR” 


_ It is false economy to buy Wad Brandy, and when employed for Medicinal 
purposes it is even dangerous to do so. Doctors and patients should ensure the 





quality of their Cognac by ordering 


MARTELL’S .-:. BRANDY. 


OF ALL WINE MERCHANTS AND GROCERS. 








WHISKY vor tux GOUTY AND DIABETIG, 
FINEST OLD SCOTCH 


CAV E N D | S L (46 YEARS OLD) 
(SPECIAL DIETETIC) W L-—| | S KY : 


BoxpEp anp BoTrLEepD BY 
CAVENDISH, EDENBOROUGH & CO., 4, CULLUM STREET, LONDON, E.C: 


A Blend of the finest Matured Whiskies, containing no sugar or fusel oil, with the highest 
percentage of the aromatic ethers produced by age. 


This has been specially selected, on the suggestion of Medical Men, to meet the demand for a 
Whisky which can be wie indulged in by sufferers from Gout, Rheumatism, Diabetes, or Dyspepsia. 


ALLSOPPpP’sS 
PALE OR BITTER ALE. 
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Messrs. SAMUEL ALLSOPP & SONS, Limited, beg to inform the TRADE 
that they are now Registering Orders for the SEASON. BREWED PALE ALE, 
in casks of nine gallons and upwards, at the Brewery, BURTON-ON-TRENT, 
and at the undermentioned Branch Establishment :— 


61, KING WILLIAM STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


Printed for the Pioprietors and Published by ALFRED PARSONS, for the Foop, DruGs, AND DRINK NEWSPAPER COMPaNY, at their Office, 183, Strand, London, W.C 
All communications to be addressed to the Editor. 
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_. Crosse & Blackwell's 
PICKLES, SAUCES, MALT VINEGAR, 
JAMS, SOUPS, & POTTED MEATS 


MAY BE OBTAINED FROM ALL GROCERS THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. 





CROSSE & BLACKWELL, LIMITED, SOHO Seren LONDON. 





THE DELICACY OF THE SEASON. 
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Brown and PYPolson’s 
Corn F Jour, 


AS BLANCMANGE 
OR BAKED PUDDING WITH STEWED FRUIT. 














GOLD MEDAL, LONDON, 1885. 


GOLD MEDAL, BRUSSELS EXHIBITION, 1888. | VEUVE -MONNIER CH AMPAGNE. 
| 


DIPLOMA OF HONOUR (Highest Award), FOOD EXHIBI-. 
BS Bieta SPECIAL CUVEE VINTAGE, 1884. 


M 2 R E D IT H 6% D R EW, NO ee CAN BE HAD AT ANY PRICE. 


(AMALGAMATED), 


HIGH-CLASS BISCUITS & CAKES, 
ESPECIALLY ADAPTED FOR LICENSED VICTUALLERS, 


HOTEL PROPRIETORS, & REFRESHMENT CONTRACTORS. | VEUVE MONNIER ET SES FILS. 


To BE HAD OF ALL WINE MERCHANTS. 





Their various manufactures are matle from the finest material, 


and manipulated by machinery of the highest order.” RUE DU COMMERCE, EPERNAY. 





Vans TO ALL Parts DaIty. Lonpon OFFICES: 


Office and Works:—SHADWELL, E. 92, GREAT TOWER STREET, E.C. 


PRICE LISTS ON APPLICATION. 
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THE “gp BEDE DISINFECTANT,” 


Re 





A REAL DISINFECTANT. 
USED BY MEDICAL OFFICERS OF HEALTH. 





. Laboratory and Assay Office, 75, The Side, Newcastle-upon-Tyne, © 


July 6th, 1889. 


T hereby certify that I have analyzed a sample of the “ St..Bede Disinfectant,” 
manufactured by Messrs. The St Bede Chemical Company, Limited, Newcastle- 
, upon-Tyne, and that I find it contains as follows :— 





Perchloride of Mercury : “ 01 per cent. 
Free Sulphuric Acid... 5 aan aE Be 10 % 
Su'phate of Soda oe ose oe re ae 87: 25 x 
Sulphate of Lime ... ara Ley eon 4p 1°30 59 
Oxide of Iron, etc... eee eee eee cop MoT ES 
Chloride of Sodiun .., nae +h oa ae 0°21 As 
Insoluble Siliceous Matter ,. 3) — po 
Thymol Eucalyptus, Indigo, ani Wa uter . oor 0°62 ” 
100°00 


The principal active ingredient of this Disinfectant is Perchloride of Mercury 7 


(Corrosive Sublimate), which is known to be the most eertain and _powerful 
destroyer of disease germs. When the “St. Bede Disinfectant” is dissolved 
aecording to the instructions given it formsasolution of the strength and charac- 


ter recommended by Dr. Buchanan, the Medical Officer of the Local Government: | 


Board, as being effectivéas a Disinfectant,. Itis prepared and packed in a-form 
which makes it convenient and easy to be used. 


(Signed) JOHN PATTINSON, F.1.C., F.C S., 


|Public Analyst for Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 





The St. Bede Chemical Company, Limited, 
Newcastle-upon-Tyne. 





ET AIC HVA IT Ss 


NON- -POISONOUS NON-CORROSIVE 


SANITARY POWDER 


WHOLLY DISINFECTANT. DOES NOT CHOKE THE DRAINS. 
FOR THE 


PREVENTION OF INFECTIOUS DISEASES. 


HIGHLY IMPREGNATED WITH THE POWERFUL 


DISINFECTING, DEODORISING, 


GERMICIDE AND ANT ISEPTIC 

PROPERTIES OF HAKEMAN’S ‘‘ZYMOCIDE” FLUID. — 
Formerly known as.“ Hakeman’s Microbene.” 

Instantly Destroys Foul Air and Offensive Smells of all kinds. —Destroys 

Disease Germs.—Prevents Small Pox, Cholera, Scarlet and other Infec- 


tious Fevers.—Immediately renders Offensive and Putrid Substances 
Inodoreus.—Keeps away Ants, Beetles, Bugs; Cockroaches, Crickets, Fleas, 


Flies, Moths, Mosquitoes and other Insects. —Destroys Weeds, Moss and 


Fungi.—Prevents Dry Rot and Mildew. 


j ‘FOR DISINFECTING— 

Urinals; Water Closets, Night Commodes, Manure and Dust-heaps, 
Drains, Sewer Mud- and Gas, Ash-pi: s, Cesspools, Pigsties, 
Farmyards, Cowsheds, Stables, Kennels, Fowls’ and 
Pigeon Houses, Cattle Trucks, Cattle Sheds, &c. (Harmless to 
Animals, oultry. &c.), Dead Bodies (to prevent the evolution ° of 
noxious’ gases and avoid risk of Infection). 


Sold in ?-cwt. Casks, 6s.; 1-cwt. Casks, 10s. 6d.; 2-cwt. Casks, 20s. 
each. Also in ls. Decorated Tin Canisters. 


- . HAKEMAN’S 
SANITARY: SAWDUST. 


FOR USE WHERE A DISINFECTANT OF AN ABSORBENT, CEARACTER IS 
REQ 
Invaluable for Kennels, Stables, Poultry oe Beer and Wine Cellars, §¢. 
Sold in Sacks at 10s. 6d. and 17s. 6d. each. 





Manufacturers and. Proprietors— - 


HAKEMAN’ S SNe co. 
| ENFIELD, LONDON, N. 
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AS SUPPLIED TO THE U.S. ARMY AND NAVY, 


MAKES THE FINEST 


CLAM STEW, GLAM BOUILLON, GLAM GHOWDER. 


IT IS VERY NUTRITIOUS, AND INVALUABLE FOR INVALIDS 
AND DYSPEPTICS. 


SEND FOR TESTIMONIALS OR SAMPLE TO 


Tower Chambers, Moorgate Street, London, E.C. 





PINTS, POST FREE, 1/6. 





“BaILEyS CLAM JUICE is of a very high food value.”—Lancet. 


, s 
4 
4 

- 


. \ 


_ assisted infariticide: 


-and the wholesale dealer. 


eee ae ee eS 
cS heen s 


Pa Hey, 41s 
Nahe 4 


August 27, 1892. 








FOOD, DRUGS, AND DRINK. | 3 








OUR LOOKING GLASS. 
THE MORNING. 

‘‘ AURORA” says:—I am glad to néti¢e that the weekly 
paper, Meod, Drugs,'and Drink, is drawing thé attention of 
its readers to the subject of the condensed milk which is being 
sold all over England as proper food for children. The editor, 
in a vigorous article says, “ The victims of baby-farming are 
cemparatively few compared to those of this commercially 
Assi { _ Of seven tins purchased by an investi- 
fating coniniitteé, five of them contained fat (cream), varying 
ffom t‘25 per cert. to 2°§7 per cent., while the feeding pro- 
pértiés Were practically x77: The other two tins were so 
adulterated that ro nutritive qualities were to be discovered. 
When one thinks of the number of littie children who are sup- 
posed to live on this so-called ‘food’ the alatming’ numbers 
of infant mortality seems no longer surprising. ood; Dritgs, 
and Drink will be doing a good office for generatiotis yet 
unborn, if they persist in their crusade against the adulteration 
of food, not only for infants, but for humanity of all ages.’ 





MORNING LEADER. 


‘““¢Wuy are the Adulteration Acts a failure?’ asks Food; 
Drugs, and Drink. The primary cause is, without doubt 
(proceeds the journal), the scandalous unfairness of the Acts 
themselves—an unfairness apparently designedly caused by 
their authors. The retailer has not the time, nor has he 
the ability, necessary to practise the thousand and one adul- 
terations current in trade, but as the Acts now stand they 
suppose the retailer to be a person of high analytical skill, 
and to be further perfectly acquainted with the actual con- 


stituents, canned or loose, of each of the myriad articles he 


vends. The Acts were drafted for and passed by a House of 
Commons in which there was not one retailer, but which con- 
tained mannfacturers of groceries, wholesale dealers, brewers, 
etc., by the score; and the clauses of the Acts of 1875 and 
that of 1879 give no possibility whatever of punishing the real 
offenders and real gainers by adulteration—the manufacturer 
It is not possible, nor is it just, to 
try and stop adulteration by punishing the retailer solely. 
Indeed, it has happened that the very magistrate who has 
inflicted a fine upon the harassed keeper of a small shop has 
himself been the actual offender and manufacturer of the 
article he punished the retailer for vending. Analysts and 
inspectors of food and drugs alike recognise this, and see that 


. the only way to deal with adulteration effectually is to punish 


the real offenders—the manufacturers and wholesale dealers ; 
but they are powerless to do this,”’ 


———— 


THE STAR. 


UNDER the well-chosen title of Food, Drugs, and Drink 
appears the first issue of a penny paper devoted broadly to 
adulteration and kindred important questions of sanitation. 
A perusal of the paper is calculated to arouse in the consumer 
uneasy qualms as to what he eats, and in the too enterprising 
provision dealer still more uneasy qualms as to what he sells, 
tor Mood, Drugs, and Drink records an amazing number of 
convictions for violations of the Adulteration Acts. It is not 
nice, for instance, to read that margarine is sometimes com- 
posed of ‘‘refuse pork (liable to produce trichinz), bone fats, 
candle and soap grease, and horse fat,’’ and on the other 
hand it is reassuring to find two Bethnal Green ‘‘ buttermen ’”’ 
fined £15 and £11 respectively for selling margarine as butter. 
Perhaps when the editor gets his paper into order he will 
devote attention to those districts in London and country 
where the Adulteration Acts are allowed by complacent 


-westrymen to remain a dead letter,’’ 





BIRMINGHAM DAILY POST. 


‘‘THE earliest number of the latest journalistic venture, 
Food, Drugs, and Drink, which is described as ‘the public 
analytical journal and sanitary review,’ hazarded the opinion 
-during the formation of the new Government, ‘that the Presi- 
dent of the Local Government Board will be an unqualified 
and ignorant professional politician is just as certain as it is 
that he will not be a trained scientific expert, conversant with 
all matters appertaining to public health.’ The forecast was 
nnfortunate, beeause Mr. Fowler can scarcely be described as 





an ‘ignorant professional politician ’; while Sir Walter Foster, 
who was' named by /ood, Drugs, and Drink as a good 
choice for the Local Government Board, has been placed 
there as Secretary, Apart from this, it will be interesting to 
see whether the British public cares sufficiently for its health 
to support a weekly newspaper specially devoted to the 

subject.’’ 


{Our captious contemporary will see that we have now 
given full credit to the new President for the good he has the 
power to do; and that we thankfully acknowledge the appro- 
priateness of Sir Walter Foster’s appointment. ] 


MUSIC HALL. 


‘‘ WE have received the first number of a most excellent 
weekly publication, Hood, Drugs, and Drink, which is going 
to analyse our whisky, and our brandy, and our beer, and to 
gibbet all those who seek to undermine our interiors of Africa 
by adulteration. Anyone meeting with a particularly atrocious 
sample of Scotch is requested to communicate with the Editor, 
183, Strand.”’ 


EHO 


ANALYSTS’ REPORT. 





THE report of Mr. J. Carter Bell, the Cheshire County 
Analyst, as to the water supply, states :— 


Of the twenty-nine samples of water only ten were what I could 
call go d, twelve were bad, and seven very bad; indeed, these seven 
were not equal in purity to the effluents from the Salford sewage, and 
it need not be a subject of wonderment if illnesses and deaths should 
be caused by the drinking of such polluted water; and I have before 
me now the report of an inquest in Cheshire, where evidence was given 
that the death of a child was due to the foul state of the water. Surely 
a little technical education might be given to cottagers on the construc- 
tion of a simple filter out of a flower-pot. For a few pence a most 
efficient filter can be made by means of a flower-pot, some sand, and 
what is called magnetic oxide of iron, or polarite, which could be pur- 
chased for about one penny per pound. If in very bad cases the water 
were ‘oiled and passed through this filter it would, practically speak- 
ing, be pure and be fit for domestic use; in ordinary cases it would 
simply be sufficient to pass the water through the filter. I have lately 
been making experiments upon the foul waters of the Irwell, Irk, and 
Medlock, purifying them by passing the waters through a drain-pipe 
containing sand and magnetic oxide of iron, The purification which 
was effected amounted to something like 90 per cent. Seeing that a 
filter can be so cheaply made, there is no reason why every cottager 
should not have one at his cottage door. 


SANITARY PROSECUTION. 





At Stratford Petty Sessions on the 2oth inst., Albert Green- 
wade, a steam roundabout proprietor, of 12, Mead Place, South 
Hackney, was summoned by Mr. Thomas Hopper (inspector 
under the Contagious Diseases (Animals) Act) for neglecting 
to give notice to a constable that he had a horse in his pos- 
session at Walthamstow, suffering from glanders, on the 5th 
inst. According to the prosecution it appeared that in June 
last the animal was turned out to graze on a piece of enclosed 
marsh land at Walthamstow amongst a number of other horses. 
One that hadbeen valuedat £100became infected with glanders, 
and had to be slaughtered. Afterwards it was removed to a 
meadow at Hale End, Walthamstow, and there placed among 
other horses. It soon became in a bad state, and would stand 
with its back curved and its head down. It was so bad that 
it could only breathe through one nostril. On the 5th inst. it 
twice fell into a pond, and while being dragged out the second 
time its neck was dislocated. Afterwards the carcase was sold 
to a horse slaughterer, and ultimately disposed of in accord- 
ance with instructions from the inspector, whose attention had 
been drawn to it. At first the defendant denied being the 
owner of the horse, but now the defence was that he was un- 
aware of what it was suffering from. The magistrate said that 
the defendant had been guilty of a very serious offence. He 
ordered him to pay a fine of qos. and 20s. costs, or in default 
one month’s imprisonment. The money was paid. 


—— EE 
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ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 








COFFEE. 


AT the Lambeth Police-court, on August 19th, the secretary 
of the Home and Colonial Stores, Wandsworth Road branch, . 
was summoned, at the instance of the Lambeth Vestry, for 
having sold coffee adulterated with 75 per cent. of chicory. 
Mr. Bell, solicitor, appeared to prosecute, and Mr. W., 
Williams, barrister, defended. William Lawrence, in the ser-, 
vice of the vestry, stated that, acting under instructions of the 
inspector, he bought some coffee from the defendant's esta- 
blishment. His purchase was wrapped in a paper upon 
which it was stated that it was a mixture of chicory and coffee, 
but the wrapper was so arranged that the word ‘“‘ chicory”’ 
could not be seen. The certificate of the analyst showed that 
the coffee was adulterated with chicory to the extent of 75 per 
cent. In defence it was urged that the wrapper or label was a 
sufficient protection. Mr. Biron was satisfied the case was 
fully proved, and ordered the defendant to pay a fine of qos. 
and 12s. 6d. costs. 


At Swansea County Police-court on Saturday Richard 
Francis Bennett and Timothy Jones, grocers. Gorseinon, were 
summoned fora breaeh of the Food and Drugs Act by the 
sale of a mixture called dandelion coffee. Mr. Rhys Edmunds 
(Cardiff) defended. Inspector Giddings said that on July 
12th last he visited the defendants’ shops and purchased a 
quarter of a pound tin of a mixture called dandelion coffee at 
each place. One tin was labelled ‘‘ Taraxacum, or Dande- 
lion Coffee. Manufactured by Messrs. E. and J. Williams ;’’ 
and the other ‘‘ Dandelion Coffee, manufactured by Messrs. 
James Lewis and Son, Cardiff.’’ Dr. Morgan, county analyst, 
gave evidence to the effect that the mixture consisted of 75 
parts of chicory and 25 parts of coffee, and there was no 
dandelion in them. In cross-examination Dr. Morgan said he 
had applied the specific gravity and colour tests in the 
analysis. He had not examined the mixtures microscopically, 
but took the other tests as sufficient. Being pressed by the 
advocate, Dr. Morgan, said the fact of its being roasted 
destroyed the organic structure of the material, so as to make 
it difficult to distinguish between chicory and dandelion. He 
would not swear positively that the article was chicory, but to 
the best of his knowledge and belief it was. He had never 
analysed dandelion. The Bench decided to dismiss the cases, 
but would not allow costs, on the ground that the police had 
sufficient reason for bringing the cases forward. 

BUTTER. 


On August 17th, at Cork, a series of important prosecutions 
at the suit of the Cork Cattle Market Trustees against farmers 
from the counties of Clare, Cork, and Kerry, for fraud in their 
dealings with the trustees concluded. The defendants were in 
nearly all cases charged with presenting butter for sale at the 
market containing a quantity of water greater than the 
legalised percentage, from g to 18 or 19 per cent. Mr. H. 
B. Julian prosecuted. John J. Sullivan, Derrymore, Tralee. 
was fined tos. for having sent butter to the market adulterated 
with an excessive percentage of water—namely 24 percent. A 
similar order was made in thecase of Cornelius Shea, Gowalinch, 
Bandon, the percentage of water being the same asin the last 
case. In these two cases the butter was ordered to be forfeited. 
Denis Crowley, Rathmore, was fined tos. for sending butter for 
sale to the market containing 22°3 per cent. of water. P. D. 
O’Callaghan, Headford, co. Kerry, was fined £3 for having 
paced in the bilge of a firkin four pounds of salt, with intent 
to defraud. Timothy Regan, Raheen, Killarney, for having 
sent butter to market containing 25 percent. of water was fined 
ros. In the latter three cases the butter was not ordered to be 
forfeited. Two other cases of a similar kind were dismissed. 
The defendants were represented by different solicitors. 
John Collins, Carrigaholt, County Clare, was charged with 
presenting for sale at the market a quantity of butter contain- 
ing 24°4 per cent. of water. In this case Mr. Lawrence, B.L. 
(instructed by Mr. A. Julian, solicitor), defended. For the 
defence it was disputed that the butter belonged to Collins, but 
the bench overruled the point, Mr. W. B. Harrington analysed 
the butter for the trustees, and stated the percentage of water 
was 24°4. Mr. Daniel O’ Mahoney, analyst, who analysed the 
butter for the defendant, stated it contained only 20°g per cent. 
of water, a quantity which in a recent case the trustees found 
in some butter and did not prosecute. The defendant was fined 
1os., and the forfeiture of the butter ordered. 


PEPPER. 


Edward Colston Hill, of 157, East Street, Bedminster, was 
summoned at the Bristol Police-court, on August 17th, under 
the Food and Drugs Act, for selling to Inspector Drew a 
quarter of a pound of pepper, containing not less than 5 per 
cent. of earthy matter and to per cent. of vegetable substances 
other than pepper. Mr. H, Holman Gregory (Gregory and 
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Hirst) defended. The case had been previously before the 
Bench, and it was remanded, as the defendant asked that a 
sample should be sent to Somerset House. 
done, and the analysis, which was now produced, showed that 
the pepper had been adulterated to the extent of 14 per cent. 
Defendant was fined 20s. and costs, the Bench remarking that 
no doubt the defendant sold the pepper as he received it from 
the makers, and they had taken this into consideration in 
fixing the fine. 


MILK. 


At the Middlesbrough Police-court, on the 19th August, 
the adjourned summons brought by George Anderson, the 
Inspector of Nuisances, against Matthew Spenceley, milk 
dealer, of Gurney Street, for selling milk which contained not 
less than 63 per cent of added water, was heard. Mr. Barnley 
prosecuted, Mr. T. M. Barron defended, and Mr. F. Brewster 
held a watching brief for the farmer who supplied the milk. 
The case was adjourned at the previous hearing because 
defendant put in an analysis of the sample left with him by 
Mr. Anderson, which differed from that submitted by the 
Borough Analyst, and it was agreed that the third sample 
should be marked by the Court and forwarded to the Govern- 
ment analyst at Somerset House. His report showed the 
sample to contain 7°93 per cent. of solids not fat, 2°76 of fat, 
and 89°31 per cent. of water. After making allowance for 
natural loss arising from the change which had taken place in 
the milk, they found that the sample contained not less than 
4 per cent. of added water. Mr. Barron, for the defence, 
said he was bound by. the Somerset House analysis, and 
although his client had a guarantee, there was a technical’ 
difficulty which prevented his pleading it inlaw. Mr. Barnley 
said in consequence of this allegation that the milk was sold 
as received, the prosecution had taken a great deal of pains 
to get at the real offender, The milk supplied to defendant 
was part of the yield of a herd of 64 cows, and they had 
brought that day the whole of the persons who milked 
those 64 cows, and every person through whose hands 
the milk passed until it reached defendant. If they 
could have discovered that the milk had _ been interfered 
with before it reached defendant they would have pro- 
ceeded against the farmer. Mr. Barron submitted that it 
was quite possible for milk as yielded by the cow to fall below 
the standard set up by the analysts. The Stipendiary said he 
took the term ‘‘ added water ’’ to mean that the chemist could 
distinguish between the natural water of the milk and water 
which had actually been added to the milk after it came from 
the cow. Mr. J. E. Stead said that was not exactly the case. 
The composition of water, whether from the pump, the clouds, 
or the cow, was the same, and an ordinary sample of milk 
contained 85 per cent. of water. The chemist, in making his 
analysis, therefore took the proportion of solids not fat, which 
in an average milk from healthy cows had been shown by some 
hundreds of analyses to be 83 per cent. He, in order to make 
every allowance, took a still lower standard—8} per cent. 
Mr. Barron: In some cases the solids in dond fide milk may 
be lower than 8 per cent? Mr. Stead: I have never had any 
lower. It is possible that an individual cow might give milk 
of that low standard, but it is impossible that the mixed milk 
of a large herd should fall below it. The costs amounted to 
47. Defendant was fined £8, including costs. 


WHISKY. 


Horace William Hall, landlord of the Ship Inn, Herne 
Bay, was summoned last Saturday for selling whisky below 
the legal standard. Mr. R. M. Mercer appeared for the 
defendant, who pleaded guilty. The analysis showed the 
whisky to be 8’07 under legal proof. Mr. Mercer addressed 
the Bench on behalf of the defendant, who, he stated, had 
only been in the house since April of the present year. The 
house had been in the family for over 40 years, and during the 
whole of that time there had never been a complaint against 
them. The defendant took the whisky from his brother, who 
had diluted it, but this the defendant did not know, and he 
also diluted it. It was quite a mistake, and he asked the 
Bench to deal leniently with the case. The Chairman said 
the Bench did not think the offence had been committed in- 
tentionally, and they would only impose a fine of £1 and tos. 
costs, 


ee 


MORE TINNED SALMON POISONING.—Three members of 
a theatrical company (Mr. and Mrs, White, with their daughter) 
staying at Wellingborough had a narrow escape on Monda 
evening of being poisoned. It appears that they bought a 
tin of salmon, and although it was rather dry nothing else was 
noticeable. During the evening all three were taken with 
severe. pains and sickness, which was of a very serious 
character for over six hours, and they passed a very restless 
night A doctor was called in, and they are now progressing 
as favourably as can be expected. 
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_ REVIEWS. AND NOTICES OF 


“BOOKS. - ° : 





PLEASE NorE.—Publishers sending books for Review are requested to 
state the price at which the work is published. 





Digestion and Diet Rationally Discussed. By THOMAS 
DuTron, M.D., University Durham, etc. (London: 
Henry Kimpton, 82, High Holborn, W.C.; Hirschfeld 
Brothers, Bream’s Buildings, Fetter Lane, E.C.) 2s. 


“‘TuIs,’’ as Dr. Dutton prefatorily explains, ‘‘is not a 
medicinal work in any sense, but purely a treatise on 
dietetics.’’ It extends over the whole range of food and 
drink ; and in a practical manner deals with the consideration 
of meat (red and white), fish, milk, eggs, and vegetable 
albumen, farinaceous food, vegetables, fruit, and drinks (non- 
alcoholic and alcoholic). It is well that we should know 
what is good for us to eat and drink, and how to take it, and 
Dr. Dutton rightly condemns the neglect of the study of 
dietetics, a neglect which is only slowly being remedied. A 
good careful housewife, we are told, should be a good judge of 
meat, and as it is compulsory for officers in the army so to be, 
it should not be considered zz/ra dig. for anyone to confess 
that they are not ashamed to go to their butcher’s and select 
the meat which has so much to do with the building up of 
their own and their children’s bodies. 


Dr. Dutton has a good deal to say on the subject of the | 


scarcity of cheap fish, and he rightly assumes that with our 
network of railways all over the country and the facilities 
afforded by them, fish should be an abundant and cheap food, 
and the price should not vary much in any part of England. 
He is afraid, however, like most other people, that nothing 
will be done until the monopoly of the trade is broken up, and 
co-operative societies take the place of the Billingsgate ring: 
~ The subjects of milk a dulteration and the dissemination of 
disease through milk are given the prominence by the author 
which their importance calls for. Drinks are discussed with 
equal care and discrimination, and Dr. Dutton has ‘nothing 
but praise for the natural table waters that are sold in this 
country ; but manufactured drinks he thinks little of. It is 
interesting to know that in his opinion there is a fortune for 
anyone who makes a cheap, wholesome, palatable non- 
alcoholic drink. : 

Dr. Dutton’s book will be read with interest by everyone 
who takes note of the demands of the digestive organs. It is 
simply and brightly written, avoiding technicalities, except 


where they are explained, and conveys so many home truths | 


that it should find its way into every household. 
———- Se 


POISONED BY TINNED BRAWN.—On the 16th inst. a lamp- 
lighter, named Henry Wickens, his wife. and six children, 
residing at Princes End, near Coseley, Staffordshire, were 
poisoned through eating tinned brawn, which it was ‘sub- 
sequently ascertained had become contaminated with lead out 
of the tin. But for the fact that medical aid was promptly 
obtained and emetics administered, the sufferers must-have 
died. Later on there was an improvement in t. «© conditions 
of some of the sufferers, but others are still in a dangerous 
state. 

AN alarming outbreak of smallpox has occurred at Wart- 
rington, and special steps are being taken to secure the 
isolation of patients, of whom there are seven at present. The 
inhabitants are to be asked to undergo vaccination and 
revaccination. At present there is in the smallpox hospital at 
Hull a man who tramped from York, vwzé Selby, to Hull, 
where on arrival he was found to be stricken with smallpox. 
He stated that on previous nights he had slept in the casual 
wards of workhouses at York and Selby. Smallpox has broken 
out in Chesterfield. There have been a few cases in the town 
during the past month, but with proper isolation the number 
would have been limited. It is stated, however, that one old 
man, who was attacked about a fortnight since, was constantly 
visited by eight of his neighbours, with the result that four of 
them are now suffering. The disease is spreading into all 
parts of the town. jag 
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TINNED FOOD. 


—_ > 


THERE is no regulation in force in England determining the 
amount of lead that should be permitted in the covering of tin 
plate used for vessels containing food. It is a very important 
question, now that tinned meats and fruits of every kind are 
so largely consumed. An American can of fruit was recently | 
found tinned with an alloy that contained 0°55 per cent. of 
lead, and the solder under the lid showed 50°84 per cent. of 
lead. Corned beef showed 50°06 per cent. of lead under the- 
cover. 


TINNED PEAS are generally adulterated with sulphate of 
copper, spoken of by most authorities as a dangerous cumu- 
lative poison. Recent cases at Leeds discovered such 
adulteration to the extent of 4°7 grains per lb. Dr. Cameron, 
Medical Officer of Health, stated that 5 grains would kill a 
dog. The defendants were, however, only fined one shilling 
each and costs. Some 20,000,000 tins of tinned peas are sold 
yearly, and with such fines poison will continue to be used for 
greening. 

TINNED SALMON.—It is not commonly known that salmon 
on being opened should be eaten immediately, as if left even 
for a few hours in the tin alkaloidal poison is formed. 
Ptomaines, virulent poisons, are developed, and often cause 
death. 


A great amount of the tinned meat, but especially salmon, 
is absolutely unfit for human food. At Kidderminster, 
on September 3, 1891, the health officers seized at the 
Co-operative Stores 76 tins of salmon of the ‘‘ Sceptre ”’ 
brand. The fish stank, was pulpy, and was unfit for 
human food. Twelve of the tins were opened, and the 
magistrate then condemned the lot. The magistrates made a 
fine only of 1os. on each tin opened, and contented themselves 
by expressing a strong opinion that the defendants should not 
offer unsound salmon for sale. 

TINNED TOMATOES have been found adulterated with 
pumpkins, carrots, and aniline dyes, the potassium salts, 
phosphates, and total solids being also largely deficient. 

There is no inspection as the trade in tinned meats is now 
carried on, and any rubbish may be canned or palmed off upon 
the public in the form of luncheon pastes, bloater, &c., pastes, 
and patés of various kinds. It is very rarely indeed that any 
analysis of these preparations is made, and there is absolutely 
no check whatever on the use of diseased meat for these 
purposes. 

———— SSDS 


TINNED HORSE MEAT. 





Hippophagy may be as pleasant and wholesome as the 
zealots for that kind of meat assert. But if we are to become 
horse-eaters, we ought to be allowed to do so with our eyes 
open, and not be juggled into it for the sake of enriching 
American speculators. A Belgium contemporary learns that 
no fewer than seventy-five barrels of salted horseflesh have 
been confiscated at New York just as they were shipped upon 
an Antwerp steamer under the hypocritical label of ‘‘ Corned 
Beef.’’? The same journal states that it has for some time 
been a practice on the other side of the Atlantic to buy up 
sick and worn-out horses in order to slaughter and dress them 
as * Corned Beef ’’ for the Belgian market. 
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OUR ADULTERATION 
COMMISSION. 


SINCE the inauguration of this journal a few weeks ago 
it has been made abundantly clear to us that the efforts 
and exposures we have made to protect the public from 
being deceived into buying spurious or adulterated 
articles of food, drugs, or drink, have been warmly ap- 
preciated and commended by the faculty, the trade, and 
the public. To give effect to them we propose to insti- 
tute a Food, Drugs, and Drink Analytical Commission to 
examine and inquire into the composition of samples of 
articles which may from time to time be submitted to it. 
The assistance of able analysts will be invoked, and 
analyses of manufactured substances will be published 
whenever substances analysed are found to be adulterated 
or injurious to public health. 

The necessity for the frequent analysis of such articles 
as baking powders, condensed milks, patent foods, patent 
medicines of all descriptions, canned fruits, pickles, 
coffee, cocoa, tinned meats, butter, sauces, spices, sugar, 
tea, jams, marmalade, meat extracts, vinegar, spirits, 
wine, beer, and other articles of consumption, is every day 
demonstrated by the number of prosecutions instituted 
by local authorities, though these are few enough in com- 
parison to what they ought to be. The wholesome effect 
of the publication of these analyses of bogus and adultera- 
ted articles cannot be gainsaid, and it will be the object 
of our commission to warn the public against all that are 
spurious. 

Ges 


IMPORTANT TO GROCERS. 


WE wish to emphasise to our readers, and to the 
grocery trade in particular, the comments which we 
made in our first number on the injustice which is 
inflicted on retail dealers throughout the country by 
prosecutions for selling adulterated substances which 
retailers themselves have bought in good faith as pure. 
Every week many such cases are brought under our 
notice: milk, butter, coffee, cocoa, lard, and preserved 
foods of all kinds are found to contain something they 
ought not to contain, and the retailer is fined, while the 
wholesale dealer and manufacturer goes scot free. This 
is grossly unfair to the retailer, who, in most cases, 
cannot be aware of the existence of adulterated matter in 
the constituents of the articles he sells. He is harassed 
by summonses; fined, sometimes heavily, by magis- 
trates who have no option but to administer the law as 











they find it ; and suffers loss of business by reason of 
the publicity given to the conviction. It is one of the 
objects of this journal to assist the honest retailer to 
obtain immunity from vexatious and unmerited persecu- 
tions of this kind, by publishing from time to time 
analyses and descriptions of food, drugs, and drinks 
which have been found to contain, in the opinion of 
skilled analysts, substances which are deleterious and 
adulterous, and foreign to the article of food with which 
they are incorporated; and, in order the better to 
prevent the dissemination of bogus and adulterated 
articles, we shall admit no advertisement into this paper 

of any substance which we are not fully satisfied is 

pure and free from harmful ingredients. 

No other journal at present published dealing exclu- 
sively with articles of food can give impartial imformation 
concerning the composition of common articles of diet, as 
the trade papers admit to their columns indiscriminately 
advertisements of foods, patent medicines, and liquors of 
all kinds, without reference to their genuineness, and it 
has become a recognised custom with the producers of 
spurious products to “nobble” the trade papers by 
sending them a generous advertisement. No questions 
are asked, and the public is gulled into a belief that the 
new article is a good thing, because respectable journals 
publish the advertisements. We shall not be found 
among these complacent publications. Not only shall we 
require to be assured of the Jona fides of the articles 
advertised in our columns, but we shall go further, and 
make it our business to advise grocers and the trade 
generally what to avoid in brands and makes of foods 
and drinks. For the reasons we have stated we shall be 
in a better position to do this than any other publication, 
and we trust that our efforts will be seconded and appre- 
ciated by the trade and the public. 


SS - SSDS 


GOVERNMENT AND PUBLIC 
HEALTH. 





A TIMELY APPOINTMENT. 


THE appointment of Sir Walter Foster, M.D., F.R.C.P. 
Lond., to the office of Parliamentary Secretary to the Local 
Government Board is one that will gratify sanitary reformers 
of all political parties. Sir Walter Foster’s services to public 
health are many and valuable, and upon the many questions 
of sanitary reform that will come before Parliament, his assist- 
ance and advice cannot but be of the utmost value in respect 
to strengthening the provisions and enforcing the operation of 
the Anti-Adulteration Acts, as also for amending the Mar- 
garine Acts. Reformers should find in the new Parliamentary 
Secretary to the Local Government Board not only sym- 
pathetic leanings, but active and efficient co-operation in a 
real effort to stamp out adulteration. 

The attitude upon these questions of Mr. H. H. Fowler, the 
new President of the Local Government Board, will be watched 
with keen interest. Mr. Fowler has the reputation of possess- 
ing great knowledge of municipal subjects. His predecessor 
likewise had such a reputation, but unfortunately contented 
himself with a policy of Jazssez faire, so far as the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Acts were concerned. In successive reports 
he complained that the Acts were not enforced, and in the last 
issued report stated that— 

‘In certain counties and boroughs, comprising altogether 
about a quarter of the population of England and Wales, the 
Acts were practically a dead letter, since only one sample was 
examined for every 5,151 persons.’’ 

‘‘Within the jurisdiction of the County Councils of Mon- 
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-mouth, Oxford, Hereford, Pembroke, Cambridge, Montgomery, 
Radnor, and the Isle of Ely, no steps whatever were taken by 
the authorities charged with enforcing the law, and the same 
may be said of no less than thirty-two boroughs, some of 
which, like Northampton, Devonport, Tynemouth, Carlisle, 
Southport, Scarborough, and Dover, are of considerable 
population.”’ 

In enumerating other important counties and boroughs 
where the number of samples taken was insignificant, the 
same report gives Norfolk (excluding the boroughs), population 


292,209, samples analysed 31. 


Cornwall Pop. 305,338 samples analysed 46 
Berkshire Ga Oe | 125254523) yu: do. 28 
Shropshire meer.) | 203j094, 4-45 do. 39 
Wiltshire ee dO. 244,173)" 2, do. 44 
Lincolnshire .. do. 361,585 .. do. 85 
Carmarthen .. do. 114,350 do. 6 


Amongst the boroughs where the Food and Drugs Acts are 
practically a dead letter comes Preston, with a population of 
96,537, and samples analysed, 8. 


Norwich pop. 87,842 samples analysed 4 
Wolverhampton.. do. 75,766 .. do. 15 
Bolton... Been CO., TO5MITA's ch do. 22 
Bescciesheld..;. do. 37,514 .. do. 5 
Ipswich .. Fe Oi og SO. SAO. srt do. 8 
Ashton-under-Lyne do. 37,040 .. do. 6 


' Commenting on the fact that the Acts were ‘in about a 
quarter of England and Wales a dead letter,’’ Mr. Ritchie 
said :— 

‘«In most of the cases mentioned above we have in previous 
reports called attention to the neglect of the Local Authorities 
to carry out the provisions of the Acts, and we regret that in 
these and other cases the local bodies responsible are content 
to neglect the powers with which the Legislature has entrusted 
them for the protection, not only of the consumers, but of the 
honest tradesmen who deal only in unadulterated articles, and 
_ who are now exposed to the risk of being undersold by less 
scrupulous competitors, upon whom the enforcement of the 
Acts would operate as a useful check.’’ 

Confronted thus with the fact that the authorities referred to 
were heedless alike of censure or of public opinion, it was 
obviously the duty of a Minister who found such warnings and 
censures disregarded to seek powers to compel the offending 
local authorities to do their duty to the public ; but the yearly 
complaint apparently satisfied the official conscience, and no 
steps whatever were taken to strengthen the Acts. 

Mr. Henry Fowler and Sir Walter Foster have, therefore, a 
splendid opportunity of doing a really useful public work. 
Dr. Cameron, Mr. Channing, Dr. Farquharson, and Mr. 
Provand doubtless by this time see that their proposed Bill to 
deal with adulteration would tend only to shield the wholesale 
offender, and to stultify the existing inefficient Acts. 

We are glad to learn that there is in course of formation 
an Anti-Adulteration Society, one of whose aims will be to 
bring in a Bill making the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts com- 
pulsory, expose local authorities, such as those of South- 
port, Scarborough, etc., and to provide for far more stringent 
punishments, not only in fines, but in imprisonment for those 
who imperil the public health by vending impure and unsound 
substances. 

The experience of the able Medical Officer of Health for 
Chelsea, Dr. Louis Parkes, shows how vendors of putrid meat 
may with impunity defy the law. Dr. Parkes applied to Mr. 
Shiel, at Westminster Police-court, and requested him to con- 
demn 142 lb. of beef as unfit for humanfood. The meat was 
supplied that morning to the St. George’s Union Workhouse 
Infirmary for sick paupers by the contract butchers. Dr. 
Louis Parkes testified on oath that the meat was beginning to 
decompose; was of very bad quality, and could not be used 
for beef-tea, or in any way forfood. Mr. Shiel, the magistrate, 
examined the meat, some of which was furning green. He 
said it looked very nasty indeed, but as the matter stood he 
could not make an order, as there was a legal difiiculty—the 
meat not having been exposed for sale ; whereupon the work- 
house officials took the meat away. 


Doubtless Mr, Shiel only did his duty in interpreting the law 
exactly as it stood, but the lesson to be learned from the ex- 
perience of Dr. Loui Parkes is that it is a very’senseless law 
indeed that enables vendors of such meat to escape punish- 
ment in such a manner, and that it is equally senseless to 
compel a trained medical expert‘to apply to a magistrate 
possessing none of the qualifications requisite for deciding 
questions of public health before he can order the destruction of 
unsound or poisonous meat. 

As Dr. Vacher said, upon the question of meat inspection— 

‘Split carcases, dressed and cold, are viewed without the 
viscera, or any part thereof, being produced. The fitness for 
food of such carcases is commonly decided by a xuzsance 
inspector or market constable, who have no qualification of a 
scientific character to enable them to decide upon such cases 
with public safety. In many large districts the only slaughter- 
houses are private ones, behind shops, and in these efficient 
inspection is impossible. There is little or no check on diseased 
carcases being dressed in rural districts and brought into towns 
uninspected. Even when a carcase infected with disease is 
seized, it has to be taken before a justice, and if he refuses to 
order its destruction it must be returned to the owner, and 
is of course sold as wholesome meat.’’ 

The farce of looking to the average justice of the peace as a 
person capable of determining what is fit food and what is not 
is preposterous ; yet such is the law. The meat may—as in 
cases of poisoning by diseased meat instanced by Dr. 
Vaughan—look right, but the carcase may all the same be 
that of an animal that has been infected with disease, and to 
partake of the flesh may cause death. 

As our contemporary the Arztish Medical Fournal, com- 
menting on Dr. Foster’s appointment, says :— 

‘« This is, we believe, the first occasion on which a member 
of the medical profession has been appointed a member of 
the Government, and this recognition of the claims of the 
medical profession to take its due share in the political life 
of the country we accept as a sign of a new and wise de- 
parture,’’ 

We trust to see a series of bold and useful measures affect- 
ing public health mark the tenure of office of the new Ministers 
of the Local Government Board, and that one of the first will 
be a really useful and workable Adulteration Act. 


PEERS af 


CHOLERA PRECAUTIONS. 


HOW TO PREVENT THE PLAGUE. 


Now that cholera has appeared at Hamburg and Antwerp, 
the sanitary instructions issued in our first number should be 
taken seriously to heart. Fortunately, the Local Government 


_ Board is on the alert; port and sanitary authorities have 


taken precautions against the chance of the dread disease 
reaching us by the medium of the horde of squalid emigrants, 
imported rags, etc., and in each district exposed to the risk 
of infection the guardians of public health report themselves 
as ready. 

The most effectual means of evading the risks of infection 
are the following :— 


‘If, unfortunately, the only water which for a time can be got 
should be open to suspicion of dangerous organic impurity, it ought at 
least to be boiled before it is used for drinking, but then not to be 
drunk later than twenty-four hours after it has been boiled. Filtering 
of the ordinary kind cannot by itself be trusted to purify water. It 
cannot be too distinctly understood that dangerous qualities of water 
are not obviated by the addition of wine or spirits. 

‘‘ When there appears any probable relation between the distribu- 
tion of disease and of milk supplies, the cleanliness of dairies, the 
purity of the water used in them, the health of the persons employed 
about them, and the health of the cows that furnish milk should always 
be carefully investigated. Even apart from any apprehension of milk 
being concerned in a particular outbreak of disease, it is desirable that 
English people should adopt the custom, which is always followed in 
some Continental countries, of boiling all milk at once upon its recep- 
tion into a house. 

‘‘ The washing and lime-whiting of uncleanly premises, especially of 
such as are densely occupied, should be pressed with all practicable 
despatch. 

ce Overcrowding should be prevented. Especially where disease has 
begun, the sick room should, as far as possible, be free from persons 
who are not of use to the patient. 

‘‘ Ample ventilation should be enforced. It should be seen that 
windows are made to open, and that they are sufficiently opened. 
Especially where any kind of infective fever has begun, it is essential, 
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both for patients and for persons who are about them, that the sick 
room and the sick house be constantly traversed by streams of fresh air. 
_ _ “The cleanliest domestic habits should be enjoined. Refuse matter 
- should be spedily removed or destroyed, and things which have tobe 
disinfected or cleansed should always be disinfected or cleansed with- 
out delay. 

‘Special precautions of cleanliness and disinfection are necessary 
with regard to infective matters discharged from the bodies of the 
sick. The caution which is necessary with regard to such 
matters must, of course, extend to whatever is imbued with them ; 
so that bedding, clothing, towels, handkerchiefs, and other articles 
which may have been is use by the sick may not become sources. of 
mischief either in the house to which they belong or in houses to which 
they are conveyed. 

“All reasonable care should be taken not to allow infective diseases 
to spread by the unnecessary association of sick with healthy persons. 
This care is requisite, not only with regard to the sick house, but like- 
wise with regard to schools and other establishments wherein members 
of many different households are accustomed to meet. 

“If disease begins in houses where the sick person cannot be pro- 
perly accommodated and tended, medical advice should be taken as to 
the propriety of removing him to an infirmary or hospital. Every 
sanitary authority should have in readiness a hospital for the reception 
of such cases. 

“Where dangerous conditions of residence cannot be promptly 

_ remedied, it will be best that the inmates, while unattacked by disease, 
remove to some safer lodging. 

“‘ Privation, as predisposing to disease, may require special measures 
of relief. 

“Tn certain cases special medical arrangements are necessary. For 
instance, as cases of cholera in this country often begin somewhat 
gradually in the comparatively tractable form of what is called ‘ pre- 
monitory diarrhoea,’ it is essential that, where cholera has appeared, 
arrangements should be made for affording medical relief without 
~ delay to persons attacked, even slightly, with looseness of bowels. 

“‘ Itisalways to be desired that the people should, as far as possible, know 
what real precautions they can take against the disease which threatens 
them, what vigilance is needful with regard to its early symptoms, and 
what (if any) special arrangements have been made for giving medical 
assistance within the district. For the purpose of such information, 
printed handbills or placards may be usefully employed, and in cases 
where danger is great, house-to-house visitation by discreet and com- 
petent persons may be of the utmost service, both in quieting unreason- 
able alarm and in leading or assisting the less educated and the desti- 
tute parts of the population to do what is needful for safety. 

“The present memorandum relates to occasions of emergency. 
Therefore the measures suggested in it are essentially of an extempo- 
raneous kind, and permanent provisions for securing the public health 
have, in express terms, been but little insisted on It is to be remem- 
bered, however, that in proportion as a district is habitually well cared 
for by its sanitary authority the more formidable emergencies of 
epidemic disease are not likely to arise in it.” 


SEEDS 


BUTTER v- MARGARINE. 





Mr. MARTIN FLAVIN’S Bill of last session, seeking to make 
it compulsory on makers of margarine to colour their manu- 
factures a distinctive tint different from a butter tint, will be 
heard of again when Parliament meets. It was only the 
pressure of public business at the latter end of the session 
that prevented its becoming law; for there was a majority of 
the House of Commons in favour of its principle, which was 
to prevent artificial products from being palmed off on the 
public as pure butter. 

There is no doubt in the mind of any unprejudiced person 
that there is a necessity for legislation of this kind. It is not 
only from the point of view of the English and Irish butter 
trade that it appears necessary, but the health of the com- 
munity is a chief consideration involved. It is, we know, a 
cynical and common remark that pure margarine is as good, 
if not better, than bad butter; but this comment assumes that 
bad butter is tolerated, whereas it is not. Those who argue 
from the utilitarian point of view ignore the fact, which has 
been amply demonstrated times out of number, that margarine 
itself is in a great degree adulterated, or manufactured from 
such animal refuse as must result in its becoming tainted 
and unhealthy. The fraud of selling margarine as butter 
cannot be excused on the ground that the one is as good as 
the other. If this is the case, why is it necessary to disguise 
and colour the artificial article, and pass it off as something 
else? The reply will be, no doubt, that it is the prejudice of 
the public that requires it. Our rejoinder to this would be 
that prejudice cannot be overcome by fraud. If the public do 
not care to buy margarine as such, they should be protected 
against having it palmed off on them under another name. 
This was the purpose of the Margarine Act; but owing partly 
to the incompleteness of its provisions, partly to the hostile 
attitude towards it taken by Somerset House, and partly by 
the apathy of local authorities, the Act is a dead letter in 
many parts of the country. We alluded last week to several 
of the provincial towns in which the Adulteration Acts gener- 














ally are ignored wholly or partially, and we ascribed it to the 

fact that the local bodies were composed largely of shop- | 
keepers. Since the appearance of this article a correspondent 
has informed us that this is perfectly true of one of the places, 


in which he lives—Southport. He declares that a merchant 


of that place has been heard to declare that he makes £25 a 
week out of his margarine, ‘‘ which,’’ he added, ‘‘is not all 
labelled margarine.’”’” He, like many of his kind, justifies — 


himself by the solacing remark that ‘‘it is just as good as 


butter, if people only knew it.’’ A man like this should be 
restored to the path of moral and commercial rectitude by 
the docking of his profit of £25 for a few weeks, and a gratis 
advertisement in the local papers. ~ , 


It is the encouragement of the manufacture and sale of 
butter substitutes that is killing the trade in the pure article in 
England and Ireland. Ireland admittedly produces the finest 
butter in the world; but what is the proportion of Irish butter 
on the London market? It is ridiculously small, and con- 
sumers in parts of London and in many parts of the country 
could not get Irish butter if they asked for it. There have 
been other causes, we know, that have restricted the con- 
sumption of Irish and Dorset butters in England; but just as 
the production of English and Irish butter has been rendered 
almost perfect by the institution of creameries and other im- 
proved means of manufacture, the prospects of the trade are 
heavily damaged by the continued spread of the sale of butter 
substitutes labelled ‘‘ Best Kiel,’’ ‘‘ Superior Dorset,’’ ‘‘ Talk 
of Tipperary,’’ ‘‘Golden Vale,’’ and ‘‘ Finest Cork.’’ The 
most specious arguments of the traders and chemists who 
favour these substitutes from, interested motives will not con- 
vince the public that to label clarified cart-grease in this way 
is to confer a benefit on mankind. 


While margarine is the chief adulterant employed in the 
butter trade, it is not the only one. The others are chiefly in 
the form of ‘‘ preservatives.’’ The most common preservative 
is salt, but custom and the opinion of the public have decided 
that this is not an adulterant. The other preservatives used 
are boric acid and salicylic acid. We are aware that medical 
opinion is divided as to whether boric acid is an adulterant or 
not, but there is no question that salicylic acid is deleterious. 
Note the remarks of Dr. Cassal on it in his report to the Vestry 
of St. George’s, Hanover Square, an abstract from which we 


_ published last week. Salicylic acid is distinctly anadulterant, 
- and, in our opinion, so is boric acid. ~ 


The great point is this: Would the public purchase butter 
if it were labelled (1) as margarine, (2) as a mixture of butter 
and margarine, (3) as butter cured with boric acid, or (4) as 
butter cured with salicylic acid? We believe they would not, 
and our contention is that they should be protected from the 
systematic or accidental foisting upon them of any of these 
substances as or in pure butter without their knowing it. We 
hope that, whoever takes up Mr. Flavin’s Bill next session 
(Mr. Flavin himself is not now in Parliament) will see that its 
scope is extended so as to provide against the admixture of 
impurities of all kinds with butter, as well as to prevent the 
sale of margarine, pure or otherwise, as butter. 





CONSIDERABLE alarm has been caused in the port of 
Grangemouth, Stirlingshire, over an alleged case of Asiatic 
cholera. A fireman on the steamer £l/en Dunbar, from Ham- 
burg, named Wilhelm Ferdinand, a German, became seriously 
ill, and a doctor and sanitary inspector were called in. The 
man was conveyed to the Fever Hospital, and Dr. Fraser, of 
Falkirk, confirmed the opinion that he was suffering from 
Asiatic cholera. Ferdinand died, and a post-mortem exam- 
ination indicated that death resulted from cholera, or choleraic 
diarrhea. 

At Houghton-le-Spring Petty Sessions, on the 18th August, 
five local publicans were charged with selling to the assistant 
of James Laidler, Inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, 
rum and gin diluted with water over and above the quantity 
allowed by law. Mr. E. Bell, of Sunderland, appeared to 
defend. Pleas of guilty were put in, and after Mr. Bell had 
addressed the Bench in each case, fines of 10s. and costs were 
imposed. Mr. Laidler asked for the analyst’s fee and for the. 
costs of his assistant, who had been called to give evidence, 
and himself. Mr. Bell objected to the payment of the 
analyst’s fee. The Bench thought it could scarcely be done ; 
it was something new. Mr. Laidler said he always asked for 
it. Mr. Bell said Mr. Laidler did not get it at Sunderland. 
The Chairman, to Mr. Laidler: You claim a day’s pay for 
yourself and assistant. Who gets the day’s pay if it is 
allowed? Mr. Laidler: The money goes towards paying the 
expenses’ in getting up such cases as the present. Mr. Bell 
withdrew his objection, without admitting the rightfulness of 
Mr. Laidler’s claim, The total costs divided amongst his 
clients was only 2s. gd. each. 
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ITEMS OF INTEREST. 


IT would be of interest to know how many of the members 
of the Rugby Local Board are shopkeepers. At their last 
meeting they refused the request of the Warwickshire County 
Council that a county officer should take samples of food, 
drugs, and drink in their district. They instructed their clerk 
to inform the County Council that, without “unduly harass- 
ing’’ tradesmen, the Board would continue to carry out the 
Act. As the Board has, up to the present time, taken no 
adequate steps to enforce the Acts, this solicitude about 
“unduly harassing ’’ tradesmen can only have one explana- 
tion, viz., that in the Board’s opinion it would be ‘unduly 
harassing ’’ a tradesman to take samples of any adulterated 
substances he may be vending, and to punish him for wilfully 
defrauding his customers. That there had been neglect in 
the taking of samples the Board admitted. It ought to be the 
duty of the inhabitants to bring the Rugby Local Board to a 
sense of the responsibilities attached to its position. 








THE Sanitary Committee of the Cornwall County Council 
state that in too many instances medical officers are in- 
adequately paid; that Parliament has constantly increased 
their work without making any provision for the payment for 
services that were not thought of when the office was created ; 
and that in consequence beneficent sanitary legislation, re- 


quiring proper supervision, has in many cases remained a 
dead letter. 





WE hope to see other county councils adopt lke broad 

and sensible views upon this question. The rates of pay 
offered by many local authorities are less than what is given to 
ordinary clerks, and the offer of such remuneration to the 
surveyor or to members of other professions would be re- 
garded as an insult. 


THE medical officer of health, to efficiently discharge his 
duties, must have capable and trustworthy sanitary inspectors. 
In fact, the sanitary inspector, as he was aptly described by 
Dr. Reid, the medical officer to the Staffordshire County 
Council, is a health policeman who ought to know enough of 
physics in relation to air and water to enable him to under- 
stand the principles upon which proper ventilation, warming, 
water supply, and drainage are dependent. He ought to be 
familiar with physiology to an extent that will make intelli- 
gible the influence that impure air, impure water, and the 
general insanitary surroundings exercise on the usual healthy 
functions of the body. The conditions upon which the origin 
and spread of infectious diseases are dependent, and the best 
means of counteracting these ought to form a part of his 
stock of knowledge. As a guardian of the food supply it is 
necessary that he should be able to recognise unsound meat— 
a duty which entails a knowledge of the diseases to which 
animals are liable, and the signs of these in the carcase, as 
well as of the evidence of putrefactive changes in food, both 
animal and vegetable. In addition to these qualifications, the 
trade processes that are likely to give rise to nuisances, and 
the provisions of the Public Health Acts as far as they relate 
to his duties, must be known to him. Many local authorities 
recognise the need for such knowledge, and pay their head 
sanitary inspector salaries ranging from £170 to £250 per 
year, whilst assistant sanitary inspectors receive from £60 to 
#100 per year. There are, however, towns of 20,000 in- 
habitants where the sanitary inspector receives but £35 
yearly. In several of the cases where sanitary appointments 
are so wretchedly paid, the officers have to eke out a living by 
acting as rate collectors, school-attendance officers, vaccina- 
tion officers, house agents, etc. The duties of many of these 
inspectors are so numerous that they have no time to devote 
to sanitary work, or to taking samples of food or drugs for 
analysis. As regards qualifications, in at least a third of the 
country the persons filling the positions of sanitary inspectors 
are policemen, rate collectors, clerks, and farmers, with no 
special training whatever for the duties entrusted to them. 
The movement to provide for the training and examination of 
sanitary inspectors, and for giving them a recognised status, 
is one of the first importance in relation to public health ; and 
along with that the salaries should bear some ratio to the 
duties. Similarly to the cases of too many medical ‘officers of 
health, the salaries of sanitary inspectors are, in the main, 
scandalously inadequate. 





THE next quack nostrum ‘‘ boom”’ from America is evidently 
to be the so-called ‘‘inebriety cures.’’? Three separate de- 
tachments of ‘patent medicine’’ vendors have ‘swooped’’ 
upon London, intent upon gulling sufferers from inebriety into 
the purchase of worthless trash at high prices. Our fearless 
contemporary, Zygvene, has done excellent public service by 
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exposing the character of so many of these ‘‘ patent medicines,” 


but the American speculators rely upon the dictum of Carlyle, 
‘‘that there are thirty millions of people in, England—mostly 
fools,’’ and hope to well line their pockets with money drawn 
from credulous sufferers from inebriety. ; 

M. HAFFKINE, a Russian biologist attached to the Pasteur 
Institute, professes to have discovered a means of preventing 
cholera by inoculation. In order to test the efficacy of his 
virus, M. Haffkine has experimented’ on himself, and fully | 
believes that he is now proof against the epidemic. He 
intends to go to Russia, if his services be accepted there, and 
he is also ready to combat the cholera in the Eastern countries 
in which it has its origin. M. Haffkine states that his inocu- 
lations are free from danger, and none of the animals subjected 
to them have succumbed. Furthermore, he has in reserve a 
vaccine which can be safely used by anybody. To obtain it 
he kills the terrible microbes before injecting the ‘‘ culture ”’ 
obtained from them. The Russian experimenter is not, of 
course, the first in the field with his method, but he maintains 
that it is less dangerous to man than the injections prescribed 
by Dr. Ferran and other medical men—French and foreign— 
who have endeavoured to stamp out cholera by inoculation, 

THE complaint of Dr. Cassal that the Somerset House 
chemists difter from the majority of public analysts in adopt- 
ing too wide limits in the standard of purity, receives further 
confirmation in a case tried the other day, wherein the Lewis- 
ham authorities issued summonses against two grocers for 
selling butter certified by the Board’s analyst to contain 8°5 
and 10 per cent. respectively of foreign fat. When the cases 
came before the Court, an adjournment was granted for the 
purpose of having the butter analysed by the Somerset House 
authorities. Certificates were put in from Somerset House 
stating that the butter was in each case genuine. Mr, 
Marsham thereupon dismissed the summons, with £3 4s. costs , 
in each case against the Board. It is evident that the differ- 
ence of opinion as to the standard of purity now existing can 
only have the effect of discouraging such local authorities as 
manifest an inclination rigorously to enforce the Adulteration 
Acts, and of putting an unmerited suspicion of incapacity upon 
the public analysts who come into conflict with Somerset 
House. 








ACCORDING to Dr, Daremberg, the official investigator into 
cholera in Paris, a solution of 7} grains of citric acid toa 
quart of water will absolutely destroy the bacillus of cholera. 
A solution of 14 grains of citric acid to a quart of water will, 
Dr. Daremberg says, destroy the bacillus of typhoid. 

AS an illustration of the methods of the Local Government 
Board, an Asylums Board manager, writing to the SZ, Yames’s 
Gazette, says :— 


“You suggest that ‘in the interests of the health of the people, of 
which they are in such great measure the guardians, the Local Govern- 
ment Board ought to do something effectual.’ No doubt they ought. 
But will they? The recent experience of the Asylums Board on the 
subject is not of hopeful augury. A year back we found a site, which 
we believed to be suitable, for a new and much needed hospital. By 
almost unanimous vote we resolved to apply to the Local Government 
Board for sanction to purchase. To our great surprise, this sanction 
was refused. No reasons for the refusal were assigned, and when we 
pressed to know the reasons, for our future guidance, they were still 
kept a secret. A year passed during which assiduous search failed to 
find an alternative site. Finally, on the 22nd June, our existing accom- 
modation being all but exhausted, we addressed a pressing communica- 
tion to the Local Government Board, urging them to reconsider their 
decision of April, 1891. Hours—minutes almost—were of importance ; 
but the Local Government Board postponed their acknowledgment 
of the letter till the 13th of July. Having then made up their mind 
to reopen the matter, they fixed the 4th of August—another three 
weeks’ delay—for the date of a local inquiry ; and finally, on the 11th 
of August, they determined to issue an order authorising the Asylums 
Board Managers to do, in the utmost haste, and at vastly increased 
cost, what might have been done in an orderly and prudent manner in 
the course of the last fifteen months, On the whole, I venture to think, 
judging from experience, that the forty-four independent local author- 
ities are at least more likely to be helpful in an emergency than the 
Local Government Board.”’ 

SANITARIANS look for the exercise of greater wisdom on the 
part of the Local Government Board now that Sir Walter 
Foster has joined it, and it is evident that both wisdom and 
promptness are needed. But the power of the Circumlocution 
Office is great, and it will need all Sir Walter’s strength to 
compel the ‘‘ how not to do it’’ Barnacles to move. 


SERIOUS complaints are being made about the sanitary 
condition of Kew. One gentleman has found it necessary to 
remove to the Middlesex side because of the defective 
drainage. 
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THE ANNUAL MEETING OF THE 
BRITISH INSTITUTE OF PUBLIC 


HEALTH. 


THE British Institute of Public Health continued its sitting 
on Thursday in last week at Dublin, when Major GREENWOOD, 
M.D., read his paper on ‘‘ Sanitary Legislation: ”’ P 


He traced the progress of Sanitary Legislation from the 
time of James I., dealing more minutely with the more recent 
reforms. At the present day if they glanced over the statute 
book it would appear that they had ample means for obtaining 
a far more efficient sanitary state than they at present enjoyed, 
but it should not be forgotten that it was one thing to have 
laws and quite another to have them properly carried out. 
One great mistake of Sanitary Legislation was that too fre- 
quently the powers for carrying out the provisions of the Act 
were placed in the wrong’hands, that was to say the enforcers 
of the law were those who were most interested in maintaining 
thé abuses the law was intended to redress. In many cases 
action could only be taken by the local sanitary authority, and 
when they considered that the local sanitary authority was not 
unfrequently largely made up of those who were the guilty 
parties, and to whom the enforcement of the law would mean 
a considerable pecuniary loss, they could hardly be surprised 
at the lack of energy so frequently shown in administering 
these laws, nor at the unpopularity incurred by a too active 
medical officer of health, who allowed his zeal to outrun his 
discretion. As to the smooth working of their sanitary enact- 
ments, he thought a due discretion should be shown in their 
carrying out, as they pressed very severely on some classes of 
the community, and especially the poor. 


Dr. H. MANSFIELD ROBINSON, LL.D., read a paper 
entitled ‘‘ Some Legal Matters in connection with the carrying 
on of Sanitary Work,” in the course of which he said— 





The interference of the state with individual liberty had 
gone to its furthest known limits in the powers conferred by 
recent legislation on medical officers of health and their sub- 
ordinate inspectors. The Englishman's home was his castle 
no longer, but rather the happy hunting ground of sanitary 
inspectors, whose polite but firm ‘Open Sesame’ was not to 
be withstood, even by the iron gates of the most secluded 
nunnery. As fast as medical men with their powerful societies 
demonstrated clearly new causes of danger to public health, 
legislation seemed in due course to follow to check such causes 
from coming into operation, By the laws of ancient Rome, 
and some other communities, the offence of polluting drinking 
wells was punishable by death, and legal history might yet 
repeat itself, and treat the man who laid defective soil drains 
over the mouth of a drinking well or built a house over a cess- 
pool as guilty of the manslaughter of his fellow-men—which 
the moral law already held him to be. The powers of the 
sanitary official nowadays made him a veritable bogieman 
to the owner of insanitary property (laughter). The trustees of 
such extraordinary powers should take great pains to ascertain 
the exact extent to which they might go. Continuing, Dr. 
Robinson detailed some valuable hints on points of sanitary 
inspection. Sanitary inspectors were the executive officers of 
the medical officer of health, and on their ability and efficiency 
his work to some extent depended. Such subordinate sanitary 
officials were exposed to special temptations through the pass- 
ing of the friendly cup, and the pressure of the golden hand, 
which, when once yielded to made them the helpless and blind 
public traitors whom the law now treated as misdemeanants 
punishable with imprisonment, and for whose class the poet 
Dante reserved his fiercest torture of the lake of boiling pitch. 
But it was the confident hope of those interested in the public 
health, that a higher education in the duties of his beneficent 
office would engender in the sanitary inspector such a pridein 
his work, and sense of his high responsibility as would cause 
such betrayals of trust, infrequent as they now fortunately were, 
he ten as tare in Great Britain as cases of leprosy (hear, 

eat), 


Dr. RICHARD SISLEY, M.R.C.P., in a paper on ‘‘ The 
English Public Health Service,’’ said :— 


Up to 1888 sanitary regulations.in England had not been 
so thoroughly attended to. Dr. Sisley pointed out that, as to 
the investigation that had taken place after the last epidemic 
of cholera, the result had been that the survey was only under- 
taken in the presence of a threatened invasion of disease— 
that the survey was not completed because sufficient funds 
were not provided, and that insanitary conditions were found 
to exist in many places. The survey showed the necessity for 
continued and continuous supervision over defaulting sanitary 
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authorities. {t would Be rémenibered that influenza appeare 
in. England in 1884, and thé medical officers of the Local 
Government Board prepared a report on the disease—of its 
course and of its method of spread—showing clearly that 
influenza was spread mainly, if not entirely, by infection. The 
attention of the President of the Local Government Board in 
England was called to the infectious nature of influenza; but 
he did not issue any memorandum on the subject until 
January, 1892. The time it was issued was when the epidemic 
was at its height, and when many deaths had occurred. On 
January 14 a Royal Prince and an English Cardinal had died 
from the effects of the disease. Then, and not till then; was 
the memorandum written, and it was published with udusdal 
speed. Dr. Sisley proceeded td show that at thé présént time 
the medical officers of thé Lécéal Goveérnnient Board weré 
appointed to advisé whatever stccessful politi¢ian might 
chance to become resident of thé Board, and thé highest 
Sanitary atithoritiés df thé country did not even get all the 
attention of one Minister. The Minister for such a post had 
never yet been a man who had had any special knowledge of 
matters concerning public health. The post was given for 
political services—not for work done in the cause of public 
health. The sanitary service was poorly paid, and politics, at 
least in England, was an expensive game. The chief medical 
officer of the Local Government Board received less than the 
income of a successful grocer, and not more than a county | 
court judge, and the other officers received the pay of bankers’ 
clerks. The army and navy were efficiently provided with 
specially-trained medical officers, and why did the people be 
less efficiently looked after? He would conclude by asking— 
‘Is it not to the public interest that this Congress should 
urge those who have the right to do so, to ask the Queen to be 
graciously pleased to call to the House of Lords some men 
who would be able to efficiently counsel on matters affecting 
the public health? Is it not to the public interest that this 
Congress should urge those who have a right to do so, to 
advise the Queen to appoint a Minister of Public Health? Is 
it not to the public interest that this Congress should point out 
the immediate necessity of a thorough sanitary survey of the 
whole country? Is it not to the public interest that this Con- 
gress should ask that the estates of this realm should so legis- 
late that in future medical officers of health should be free to 


_do their duty in spite of local interests, and that they be ap- 


pointed without the possibility of local jobbery. 


Dr, LITTLEJOHN (Edinburgh) said that all the papers were 
of a most valuable character, and as a discussion would 
occupy a great deal of time he begged to propose—‘‘ That as 
the outcome of these most valuable papers their Institute 
should desire to express their unanimous opinion that the time 
has now arrived when a responsible Minister of Public Health 
should be appointed, and that the General Health Acts of the 
country should be consolidated and administered by a respon- 
sible central authority, and finally that a thorough sanitary 
survey of the kingdom should be instituted.”’ 

Professor SMITH seconded the resolution, which was 


passed. 

Mr. W. G. STRYPE, C.E., then read a paper. on “‘ Seaside 
Sanitation,’’ 

Which, until recent years, had been very much neglected. 
Perhaps so long as the population at such places was 
inconsiderable and tolerably well spread there was not 
much evil associated with such negligence by reason of 
these places being generally resorted to during the summer 
months, when out-of-door exercises could be participated in 
and pure seaside air enjoyed. The chief attraction of seaside 
resorts was beyond doubt the sea shore, but of course that to 
be thoroughly healthful should be free from all offensive con- 
tamination, and particularly from that of sewage matter: As 
the permanent population increased, and its density was 
further added to during the summer months by the influx of 
large numbers of visitors, one of the first demands upon the 
attention of the local sanitary authority invariably was to pro- 
vide an abundant supply of pure, wholesome water, laid on at 
a sufficient pressure to command all the houses and public 
institutions within the district. Very shortly after the intro- 
duction of this abundant supply of water the system o€ dispos- 
ing of domestic sewage by water carriage becomes considerably 
extended, with the result that the upward and generally in- 
efficient public drains and sewers become overtaxed to such an © 
extent as to necessitate the adoption of a proper system of 
interior sewage. There were really but two practical methods 
of disposing of sewage at seaside places. The first was to | 
discharge it into the sea in its crude state; and the second 
was the method of precipitation. If the former method was 
adopted the discharge should take place at some suitable 
point and period of the tides, so that the sewage might become 
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mixed with a vast proportion of sea water, and be borne by the 
tidal currents altogether away frorn the foreshore. This was 
necessary, because if crude sewage mixed but slowly with sea- 
water the floating offensive matters might be returned to the 
foreshore if not’carried out a long distance seawards. <A very 
satisfactory arrangement of sewage disposal, by the direct 
discharge of crude sewage into the sea, had just been carried 
out at Portsmouth upon the plans and under the direction of 
Sir Frederick Bramwell, F.R.S. The discharge now only took 
place for a short time after high water on each tide. The 
sewage from the town, however, flowed continuously in the 


intervals between the tides into capacious-tanks situated near | - 


the point of outfall, close to Fort Cumberland, at the entrance 
to Langstone Harbour, some four miles east of the entrance 
to Portsmouth Harbour. The accumulated sewage was dis- 
charged immediately after high water for about an hour, but 
in such large quantities as to dispose of all that had collected 
in the interval between the tides, and the whole arrangement 
worked in a most admirable manner. There was no doubt 
that under favourable conditions this was the simplest method 
of getting rid of sewage from seaside places, and when practi- 
cable was by far the most satisfactory’ from all points of con- 
sideration. The second method of disposing of sewage at 
seaside places was that of precipitating the solid portions 
before discharging the sewage into the sea. A tolerably clear 
effluent was thereby obtained, which was very rapidly diluted 
and readily assimilated by the sea water into which it is dis- 
charged, so as to soon become perfectly harmless. 


Mr. W. E. ADENEY, C.E., read a paper on ‘‘ Chemical 
Bacteriology of Sewage. _ 


He proceeded to show, py quoting some experiments which 
he had made in connection With an investigation on the sub- 
ject of chemical bacteriology, that organisms naturally present 
in water and fresh sewage were capable of completely 
oxidising the organic matters in‘ sewage into carbonic acid, 
nitric acid, and certain colouring matters, allied in properties 
to the colouring matters to be found in peaty water; but that 
these organisms could only effect such oxidations when pre- 
cautions were taken to maintain a constant supply of oxygen 
to them during their life processes, otherwise their organisms 
gave rise to secondary changes in sewage, known under the 
name of putrefactive fermentation, which we had been led by 
experience to regard as dangerous to health. Mr. Adeney 
then showed, from experiments which Mr. Kaye Perry and he 
had made, that the ‘purification of sewage on a large scale 
could be effected according to natural principles. 


Mr. W. K. PARRY, M.A., read a paper ‘on the ‘‘ New 
Method of Sewage Purification. 


It was more than five years since he began his first 
experiments upon a practical scale, in order to investigate 
the possibility of a new departure in sewage purification. It 
was essential that, as far as possible, all the suspended matter 
should be removed from the liquid by some mechanical means 
-before the biological treatment was applied. For this purpose 
he used a form of subsidence tank which was in successful 
use in Germany. The process invented by the writer and his 
colleague, Mr. Adeney, was recommended by the Chief 
Surveyor of the Irish Board of Works for adoption in Dundrum 
Criminal Lunatic Asylum, where it was now in operation. 
The process adopted was not one of chemical precipitation. 
The suspended matter was almost completely removed before 
any chemical was added, and the part played by the chemicals 
was not that of precipitation. 


Professor W. R. SMITH, M.D., F.R.S.. Edin., King’s 
College, London, opened a discussion on the subject of ‘‘ Noti- 
fication of Infectious Diseases. 


Legislation in recent years was very remarkable for the 
number of provisions enacted with a view to the better preser- 
‘vation of public health, and one of the most important Acts 
‘passed with this view was the Notification of Infectious 
Diseases Act, 1889—an Act which rendered it compulsory upon 
medical practitioners and heads of families in which infectious 
diseases occurred to notify the case to the Medical Officer of 
Health of the district in which the case had occurred. The 
importance and vitality of this Act nobody would now dispute. 
In the case, for instance, of measles, heads of families in. many 
cases did not consider it necessary to.call in a medical attend- 
ant, and in such case it was absolutely necessary to make the 
head of the family .responsible to ‘communicate with the 
Medical Officer of Health. He considered it no part of the 
duty of the Medical Officer of Health, after receiving the noti- 
fication, to take any steps to verify the notification. As a 
medical officer of a district in which there was a number of very 
large batracks crowded with soldiers—Woolwich—he thought 
it would be desirable to have these buildings not exempted from 
the provisions of the statutes. He referred to the provisions 


notifiable diseases. 




















which gave power to certain authorities to add diseases to the 
list of notifiable diseases, and he considered it would be 


‘desirable to add measles to the list; because the mortality 


from that disease was much greater than that from all the 
Seeing that the sanitary authorities, 
representing a population of twenty-four millions out of 
twenty-eight millions, had adopted‘ the provisions of this 
Infectious Diseases Notification Act, he thought that the time 


_had come when the liability. for the adoption of the Act 


should be rendered compulsory upon: the local authorities 
representing the remaining four millions (hear, hear). 


Dr. F. J. ALLAN, Medical Officer of Health, Shoreditch. 
drew attention to the fact that although two persons or 
classes of persons were compelled to notify the infectious 
disease, an unqualified man might attend an infectious case, 
and if he did not tell the parents of the case, and of the 
description of the disease, no notification of the case would be 
made. Unless isolation could be insisted on in cases of 
measles notification would be useless. The mortality trom 
scarlet fever in London this year was increased ; so that no 
good result had followed the exclusion from school of children 
suffering from that disease, and he thought measles spread as 
rapidly among children not at school as amongst those in 
school. He thought medical officers should not have’ private 
practice in their own districts. 


Dr. A. H. JAcon, F.R.C/S.I., disputed the advantage that 
had resulted to the public from the compulsory notification 
system. The system was bad in principle—legislatively cor- 
rupt, and an absolute failure in respect of the reduction of the 
death-rate ; for, on the contrary, the experience which they 
had had of compulsory notification, ‘and its influence upon the 
death-rate, had been to.convince anybody.who followed the 
death-rate of the succeeding periods of five years that the 
public health had been a great deal lower owing to the intro- 


.duction of compulsory notification; in fact, hundreds of 


deaths had to be laid at the door of the compulsory notification 
system. a 


Dr. FLINN (Kingstown) said that Irish medical officers 


| of health occupied a very difficult position. It was impossible 


that a medical officer in Ireland who got £15 or £20 a year 
‘could be expected to do his duty honestly or efficiently for 
such a small sum, considering. that the gentlemen on the 
other side of the water received £100, £120, and £150 a year 
for the same duties. That was one of the great flaws in the 
administration of the Public Health Act in Ireland, and 
until the Public Health Act in Ireland was ‘better amended 
the Notification of Diseases Act would fare véry badly indeed. 

On the motion of Dr. LITTLEJOHN, seconded by Dr. J. W. 
Moorg, it was resolved—‘‘ That this Institute recommends 
that measles should be added to the lists of notificable diseases 


‘under the Notification Act in every case.”’ 


Professor C. R. C. TICHBOURNE, Ph.D., L.R.C.S.I., read 
a paper on ‘‘ Sulphide of Zinc-as a Disinfectant.”’ 5 

Sir CHARLES CAMERON read a paper ‘‘On the Uses of 
Carbonic Acid Snow as a Disinfectant.’’ The experiments 
which were performed in connection with the paper were 
loudly applauded. 

Professor TICHBOURNE exhibited a new valve for the rapid 
production of carbonic acid snow of antiseptic surgery. 

Mr. R. HAMMOND read a paper ‘“‘ On the Sanitary Arrange- 
ments of the Electric Light.’’ 





In the evening, at the Royal Marine Hotel, Kingstown, the 
members of the Institute, with a distinguished company of 
friends, dined together, under the presidency of Sir CHARLES 
CAMERON, 

In replying to the toast of ‘‘The Army, Navy, and Auxiliary 
Forces,’’ General SANKEY said he was in a position to speak 
with some authority of the advantages which had accrued in 
the army from improved sanitation. When he was: in India 
he had an opportunity of observing the peculiar methods 
which they adopted there in their old days for housing the 
English Army. The death-rate at that time was something 
like 80 per 1,000. As a result of improved sanitation, the 


| death-rate when he was leaving India was reduced to some- 


thing like 20 or 22 per 1,000, and when anybody thought 
what that amounted to in an army of 70,000 or 80,000 strong, 
they would recognise how much they owed to the combined 
knowledge of the medical and engineering branches of the 
army (applause). 

Dr. J. W. Moore proposed ‘‘ The Public Health Service,’’ 
and in doing so said it was a matter of regret that they were 
without a head. The office of Minister of Agriculture had 
lately been introduced, and’ he thought the time had come 
when they should have a Minister of Public Health (hear, 
hear). C ; an ' 
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It is false economy to buy bad ‘Brandy, aed waar anipevee foi Medicinal 
purposes it is even dangerous to do so. Doctors and patients rote ensure. the 
AUBLIEY of their. Cognéd by ordering | 


MARTELL’S a BRANDY. 


OF ALL WINE MERCHANTS AND GROCERS. 





WHISKY ror raz GOUTY AND DIABETIC. 
FINEST OLD SCOTCH | 


CAVENDISH «= 
(SPECIAL DIETETIC) W 1 | S KY. 


BonpDED AND Borrnep BY 
CAVENDISH, EDENBOROUGH & CO., 4, CULLUM STREET, LONDON, £.¢. 


A Blend of the finest Matured Whiskies, containing no sugar or fusel oil, with the highest: 
percentage of the aromatic ethers produced by age. 


This has been specially selected, on the suggestion of Medical Men, to meet the demand for a. 
Whisky which can be safely indulged in by sufferers from Gout, Rheumatism, Diabetes, or Dyspepsia. 


Price 54/- per Dozen; net Cash. 


ALLSOPP’S 
PALE OR BITTER ALE 
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Messrs. SAMUEL ALLSOPP & SONS, Limited, beg PR Ps fa the TRADE 
that they are now Registering Orders for the SEASON. BREWED PALE ALE, 
in casks of nine gallons and upwards, at the Brewery, BURTON-ON-TRENT,, 
and at the undermentioned Branch Establishment :— 7 


61, KING WILLIAM STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


Printed for the Proprietors aud Published by ALFRED PAR: ONs, for the Foop, DruGs, AND DRINK NEWSPAPER COMPANY, at their Office, 183, Strand, London, W.C 
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ENTERED AT STATIONERS’ HALL. 


Vou. I.—No. 4. LONDON: SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 3, 1892. SUBSCRIPTION 65, 60. PER ANWU« 


PRICE ONE PENNY. 


Crosse & Blackwell’s 
PICKLES, SAUCES, MALT VINEGAR, 


JAMS, SOUPS, & POTTED MEATS 


MAY BE OBTAINED FROM ALL GROCERS THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. 
CROSSE & BLACKWELL, LIMITED, SOHO SQUARE, LONDON. 


Cadbury’s Cocoa Essence. 


The Manufacturers of this Preparation of Cocoa claim that it 


IS ABSOLUTELY PURE, 


And that it has no superior in the market, as far as Wholesomeness, Bee Economy 
and Agreeableness go. 





REVIEW. 




















Many of the Dutch Cocoas, with which the English market is flooded, are preparations of Cocoa 
combined with strong and injurious alkalies, and are, therefore, not wholesome ; while they are not so 
cheap as they are represented to be, because, when mixed with water, they give in plain English A 
SOAP, the alkalies helping to give an appearance of fictitious strength. CapBuRY BRroTHERs earnestly 
appeal to the Medical Profession to discountenance the use of these foreign, adulterated, perfumed 
Cocoas, and to encourage the consumption of pure home-made preparations, like their Cocoa Essence, 
which has received the unqualified support of large numbers of eminent Physicians and Surgeons. 











el acre: MILK 
J Xe Largest Sale in the World. 
&4\ The Original and the Best. 
Contains the Most Cream. 
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Ihe ° So- ALL” 
LO GRSTIT GH SEWING MACHINE. 








CHEAPEST. 
At | _—~ CHEAPEST. 
| : CHEAPEST. 
PRESS OPINIONS :— 


SO-ALL. The ‘‘ Times,” April 14, 1891—** * So-All’ is a marvellous machine, well and 
soundly constructed.” 


SO-ALL. The “ Lady,” August 27, 1891-—‘* The ‘So-All’ is undoubtedly the cheapest 


SO-ALL and best sewing machine in the market. . . The machine is of the utmost 
Z - interest to ladies and philanthropists.” 


BES 
BES 
BES 


SO-ALL.: ‘‘Weldon’s Illustrated Dressmaker,’’ August 8, 1891—‘‘A well-made and 


thoroughly satisfactory machine, perfectly adapted for dressmaking and 
SO-ALL. household use. It is really a wonderful machine for the price, and I would 
commend it to my young lady readers especially.” 
SQ-ALL. 


‘Dublin Freeman's Journal,” August 8, 1891—“ Well adapted for domestic 
SO-ALL and the lighter manufacturing purposes.” 


: Financial News.’’—‘‘, The ‘ So-All’ is likely to make rapid headway in public 
SO-ALL. estimation.” 


A PERFECT FAMILY SEWING MACHINE. 
3, OXFORD STREET, S.W. 


BAILEY’S 
EXTRAGT of GLAMS, 


AS SUPPLIED TO THE U.S. ARMY AND NAVY, 


MAKES THE FINEST 


CLAM STEW, CLAM BOUILLON, CLAM CHOWDER. 


IT IS VERY NUTRITIOUS, AND INVALUABLE FOR INVALIDS 
AND DYSPEPTICS. 


SEND FOR 'TRSTIMONIALS OR SAMPLE TO 


: Gr. 2 EL, 4. RE ae 
Tower Chambers, Moorgate Street, London, E.C. 

















PINTS, POST FREE, 1/6. 


BaiLHy’s CLAM JUICE is of a very high food value.”—Lancet. 
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THE WINE WE DRINK. 





IT was estimated ten years ago that the entire champagne 
district in France does not produce one-tenth of the champagne 
consumed, nine-tenths of it being artificially manufactured 
from cider, rhubarb, and other wines. 

So scandalous have become the frauds practised in the 


wine and spirit trade that a writer in the Wzne Trade 
Review, writing of the last vintage, said: — ‘‘ Never 
within my memory has there been such fraud practised by 
the growers as has been the case this year. In some parts, 
where the people could get alcohol on the sly without paying 
duty, they have added water and alcohol to their wine, and 
made the whole ferment together ; elsewhere they have added 
sugar and water to the must, in some cases making threefold 
the original quantity. Itis very tempting, as with twenty- 
seven kilogrammes of sugar (about sixty pounds) they can 
make a hogshead of 45 gallons of water weigh 8 degs. This 
hogshead of sweet water does not cost more than rg frs., and 
when fermented with the wine and crushed grapes is not found 
out by the palate, and when selling at roo frs. or 110 frs. the 
hogshead, as if genuine wine, there is a splendid profit for the 
unscrupulous farmers, whose name is legion.”’ 

Our Government, however, exercises no surveillance over 
the importers of these fraudulent wines, or over manufac- 
turers of spurious ports, champagnes, etc., and the rascality 
goes merrily on, to the detriment of the trade of reputable 
firms who vend genuine wines. Some of the so-called cham- 
pagnes now largely bought by the public are made from the 
following ingredients: White sugar, 8 lb.; brown sugar, 7 lb. ; 
crystalline lemon acid or tartaric acid, } 0z.; pure water, 8 
gallons; perry, 4 quarts; French brandy, 3 pints, coloured 
with cochineal. 

Other noted brands are made from drugs alone, and cost 
about 5d. per bottle. The merchant secures a supply of bottles, 
labels, and vividly-coloured show-cards. An arrangement 
with a large public restaurant or railway refreshment-room 
caterer to hang his show-cards and put the artistically-named 
brand of spurious champagne on the carfe is the next process, 
and the dishonest merchant and caterer mutually benefit by 
the fraud practised upon the public. So extensive has been 
the adoption of this method that the walls of our principal 
restaurants show nothing but a mass of show-card daubs, 
which are an eyesore to the hungry or thirsty traveller. 

As only 65 samples of wines in all were examined during 
1890, the English people are in no way protected against vile 
fraud; and artificial wine, or rubbish of any kind, no matter 
how injurious to the public health, may be sold with impunity. 
The evil here indicated can only be coped with in one way, 
viz., by publicity; and it will be the duty of our Adulteration 
Commission, announced in our last number, to cause careful 
analyses to be made of the numerous brands of so-called 
champagnes, etc., at present being sold to the public; and, 
where the contents are found to be impure or fraudulent, to 
publish the analyses of the spurious wines, and issue such 
warnings to the public as will tend to put a stop to the traffic 
in such as are found worthless. In no other country does wine 
adulteration enjoy the immunity it does in England. In 
France there exists a recent law containing the following 
provisions :— 

Sect. I. The product of fermentation of the husks of grapes 
from which the must has been extracted with water, with or 
without the addition of sugar, or mixed with wine in whatever 
proportion, may only be sold, or offered for sale, under the 
name of husk-wine, or sugared wine. 

Sect. 2. The addition of the following substances to wine, 
husk-wine, sugared wine, or raisin-wine will be considered an 
adulteration :— 


1. Colouring matters of all descriptions. 

2. Sulphuric, nitric, hydrochloric, salicylic, and boric 
acids, or similar substances. 

3. Sodium chloride beyond one gramme per litre. 


Sect. 3. The sale of plastered wines, containing more than 
two grammes of potassium, or sodium sulphate, is prohibited. 


Offenders are subject to a fine of 16 to 500 francs, or to im- 
prisonment from six days to three months, according to circum- 
stances. 

Barrels or vessels containing plastered wine must have 
affixed a notice to that effect in large letters, and the books, 
invoices, and bills of lading must likewise bear such notice. 

The consequences of our indifference to the question of the 
purity of wines are that there is scarcely a single pure sherry 
imported into England, the reason being alleged that if pure 
sherry were imported, it is so different an article to that to 
which the public has been accustomed that it would not be 
drunk. 








The average public-house port and sherry, but especially 
sherry, contain scarcely any wine. They are a mixture of 
spirit, sugar, and water, well flavoured. 

The majority of the port wine sold is made from substances 
such as the following, given in the Pudlican’s Guide :—‘ The 
cask is to be well sulphured, and then twelve gallons of strong 
port, three gallons of cognac brandy, six of proof spirits of wine, 
and forty-two gallons of good rough cider.” 


Another receipt is, ‘‘ Take forty-five gallons of cider, six of 
brandy, two of a decoction of sloes, and eight of port wine. 
To increase the colour, tincture of red sanderwood or cudbear 
must be added. The wine is to be bottled in a few days, and 
a teaspoonful of powdered catechu added to each bottle to 
give a rough and astringent flavour and to ensure a fine 
crust; lastly, to give an appearance of age, the ends of the 
corks are to be stained by soaking them in a strong decoction 
of brazilwood containing a little alum.” 

Another port is made from cider, red beet, brandy, log- 
wood, and rhatany root, and also from cider, elder wine, 
brandy, and damson wine. 

Sherry and port wine are almost invariably plastered or 
strengthened, sugar being added and poor quality brandy. 
Elderberry juice is added to improve the colour in red wines, 
and caramel in sherries; fuchsine and magenta are also used. 

ine plastering of wines consists of dusting over as many 
grapes as will yield a butt of must 30 lb. to go lb. of plaster 
of Paris. Common kinds of must are fumed in addition with 
5 oz of sulphur per butt, which adds about 1 lb. of sulphuric 
acid to that brought in by the plaster. This plastering (says 
Dr. Hassall) removes the whole of the combined tartaric, and 
substitutes for the healthful and beneficial tartrates a bitter 
and aperient salt. 

Red wine is made out of or mixed with white wine, and 
coloured according to fancy, while white wine is made with 
barley. This barley wine can be made to resemble almost 
any good wine in flavour, since the discovery of Monsieur 
Pasteur that the bouquet and style of a fermented liquor are 
not derived from the material of which it is made, but from 
that which is used in fermenting it. Therefore it follows that 
if wine is made from raisins, currants, barley, or any other 
material, and is fermented with must or barm from any 
particular grape, the wine will have the bouquet of that vintage. 
Following up Monsieur Pasteur’s discoveries other persons 
have arrived at some curious results. Monsieur George 
Jacquemin has succeeded in producing spurious wines with- 
out any grapes atall. In 1887 he was able to make a sale- 
able wine from barley, which he fermented with barm from 
Sauterne and Barsac grapes. In 1888-89 he continued his 
experiments, and produced from barley, under the influence of 
barms from Beaune, Chablis, Ay, and other grapes, wines 
said to have all the characteristics of these vintages. Last 
year he reared artificially barms of these vintages, and used 
them successfully in the same way. And, finally, he discovered 
that if the wines so made are distilled, brandy is obtained, 
having the flavour of each different grape, and all from barley. 


These facts dealing, as they do, with only three of the most 
generally used wines show to what an extent fraud has perme- 
ated the wine trade, and demonstrate the necessity of stringent 
measures to purge the trade of such rascality as we have here 
indicated. 


= - SSS 


THE inadequate powers that are vested in the Local Govern- 
ment Board to compel local authorities to do their duty re- 
ceive a further illustration in the case of the Worcester Cor- 
poration. In 1885, under a private Act of Parliament obtained 
by the Corporation, they were directed to prepare a scheme 
for the disposal of the sewage of the city, in pursuance of the 
Public Health Act, in such manner as to prevent any offence 
against the Rivers Pollution Act by the discharge of sewage 
into the River Severn. In the event of that not being done 
within three years the Local Government Board might make 
an order for the carrying out of the scheme for the disposal of 
the sewage, and such order was enforcible as if it were an 
order under the Public Health Act. The orders of the Local 
Government Board, after sufficient and proper inquiry, were 
binding on all parties, and were enforcible by writ of mavn- 
damus. Nothing was done to carry out the scheme, and 
about a year ago, after the inquiry at which the Corporation 
was represented by counsel, they were given six calendar 
months to do the work. Still nothing has been done, anda 
large quantity of sewage is being discharged into the river, 
forming foul banks, dangerous to health as well as injurious 
to the fishery. There is only one effectual method of punish- 
ing such ‘crass cussedness’’ as that of the Worcester ob- 
structionists, and that is by imprisonment. It 1s outrageous 
that with cholera menacing us ignorant or careless cor- 
porations should persist in fouling the water supplies with 
sewage. 
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MILK. 


Atthe Middlesbrough Police-court onthe 19th ult.the adjourned 
hearing of the charge against Matthew Spencely, milk dealer, 
of selling milk containing 6} per cent. of added water was 
resumed. Mr. Barnley prosecuted on behalf of the Corpora- 
tion, and Mr. T. M. Barron defended. At the previous court 
there was a divergence in the certificates of the analysts, and 
it was decided that the reserve sample should be sent to 
Somerset House for analysis. The Somerset House certificate 
was then read, and showed: Non-fatty solids, 7°93 per cent. ; 
fat, 2°76; water, 89°31; andit stated that from a considera- 
tion of these results, and after making additions for natural 
loss arising from the change which had occurred in the milk 
being kept, the analysts were of opinion that it contained not 
1e5s than 4 per cent. of added water. Mr. Barron said he could 
not go behind the analysis from Somerset House. He sub- 
mitted, however, that the poor quality of the milk was not due 
to water added by the defendant. A fine of £8, including 
costs, was imposed, the latter amounting to about £7. 


MARGARINE. 


At the Bury County Police-court, John Cronshaw, 160, 
Water-street, Radcliffe, was summoned for unlawfully expos- 
ing for sale by retail a certain quantity of margarine, the same 
not having attached thereto, so as to be clearly visible to the 
purchaser, a label marked in printed capital letters, not less | 
than one and a halfinches square, ‘‘ Margarine.’’ The offence 
was dated the 19th July, and Sergeant Wilcox stated that on 
that day he entered defendant's shop, and there saw a tub of 
margarine which was not labelled. He purchased a pound for 
the purpose of having it sampled, and the following day he 
took it for analysis. The result of this was that the article was 
stated to contain nine per cent. of water, and upwards of 80 
per cent. of fats other than butter. Superintendent Noblett 
explained to the Bench that defendant never denied that it was 
margarine. Sergeant Wilcox added that when he made the 
purchase he asked for a pound of butter. Defendant’s wife 
appeared for him, and she told the magistrates that she in- 
formed Wilcox that it was not butter, but a mixture. Wilcox: 
Yes, she said it was a mixed Kiel, but when I told her what I 
required it for, she said it was a mixture. Mrs. Cronshaw 
admitted that she knew the article ought to be labelled, but 
there was so very little of it left, she thought it would not 
matter. The Magistrates imposed a fine of 20s. and costs. 


BAKING POWDER. 


At the Ilkeston Petty Sessions on the 25th ult. an important 
case affecting grocers, manufacturers of baking powder, and 
the public at large was heard. The prosecutor was Captain 
Sandys, inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, and the 
defendant was Richard Dean, grocer, Station Road, Ilkeston. 
The defence, however, was really taken up by a large firm of 
baking powder manufacturers at Norwich. Mr. A, E. Hopkins, 
solicitor, Ilkeston, represented the prosecution, and the defence 
was conducted by Mr. Blofield, barrister, of Norwich (in- 
structed by Messrs. W. H. Tillett and Co., solicitors, Norwich). 
There were two summonses against the defendant, the first 
charging him with selling, on the 19th May last, to Captain 
Sandys, a baking powder which was mixed with certain ingre- 
dients, so as to render it injurious to health; and the second 
charge was that at the same time and place, to the prejudice 
of Captain Sandys, he sold him a certain article of food, viz., 
baking powder, which was not of the nature, quality, and sub- 
stance demanded. The cases were taken separately owing to 
Mr. Blofield having received no instructions as to the second 
charge. Mr. Hopkins, in opening the case, contended that 
baking powder was an article of food, because it was used in 
the manufacture of bread and was incorporated in the sub- 
stance ofthe bread. Baking powder was made invarious ways, 
and was chiefly composed of an acid and an alkali, In this 
case the alkali was alum, and it was alleged that that con- 
stituted an adulteration injurious to health. It had been held 
by the Recorder of Cambridge in a similar case that baking 
powder was not a food, and that if it were it was not injurious, 
but he (Mr. Hopkins) submitted that such reasoning was 
sophisticated. Baking powder could be, and was largely made 
without alum as an alkali, and he quoted the case of Roberts 
v. Egerton, Queen's Bench, 1874, where Justice Blackburn 
held that the preparing of green tea with gypsum and 
Prussian blue was an adulteration because natural green tea 
could be obtained without such means. Captain Sandys hav- 
ing spoken to the formal purchase of the powder, its division 
and analysis, Otto Hehner, public analyst for the district, 
deposed to analysing the portion of baking powder sent to him 
by Captain Sandys. It had 45°8 parts of alum in it He 
caused some amusement by the description of his symptoms 
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after taking a dose of the powder internally. He said he felt | 
as if he had a lump of lead at his stomach, lost his appetite, 

and was not right again for a day or two. He dosed his three 
assistants also, and they had similar symptoms. He made 
further tests in the laboratory, and these showed retarding of 
the digestion by the introduction of this powder  Cross- 
examined: Mr. Hehner admitted that the alum in the course 
of effervescence became hydrate of alumina, a different thing 
altogether from alum. Dr. M. A. Adams, F.C.S., Medical 
Officer of Health for Maidstone, considered alum an improper 
susbtance to enter into an article of diet. Mr. Blofield, for 
the defence, said that this kind of baking powder was pre- 
ferred by the public, as its action was slower. No less than 
thirty tons a week were sent away from Norwich, and it was 
even manufactured in Ilkeston itself. He asked the Bench 
to decide that baking powder was not an article of food, for 
it was simply a substitute for yeast, and as soon as it 
was mixed with water, carbonic acid gas was generated 
and made the bread light, and what small portion was 
left was only alumina, and that was a harmless, inert 
earthy matter. The Act of Parliament defined food as in- 
cluding ‘‘ every article used for food or drink by man, other 
than drugs and water.’’ Baking powder was no more food 
than the two powders put into a gasogene were aerated water. 
Mr. Hehner’s experiments 77 corfore vile were not fair, as 
who would dream of taking a dose of raw baking powder, as 
he had done? (Laughter.) Mr. Hehner should have made 
the powder into bread or pastry, and then have tested it. He 
handed to the Bench the amount of hydrate of alumina (four 
grains) that would be found ina 1lb. loaf made with baking 
powder, and reminded the Bench that whilst baking powder 
was chiefly used in pastry, by the directions only one-half the 
quantity of powder was used in pastry. The slower action of 
this baking powder over the tartaric acid and bicarbonate of 
soda powder was a great advantage, and its cheapness was 
another benefit which made it preferred by the poorer classes. 
As for Mr. Hehner’s laboratory experiments, they were not 
reliable, because the complex conditions of the human 
stomach, whilst they might be imitated, could not be repro- 
duced in the laboratory. Francis Sutton, F.C.S.,F.1.C., county 
analyst for Norfolk, and the author of a standard work on 
chemical analysis, said he had used these alum baking pow- 
ders in his family for twenty-five years, and had found no evil 
results accrue. The hydrate of alumina left after effervescence 
was only about one-tenth of the alum which had disappeared, 
and was a simple, inert matter, which passed away with the 
feeces without the slightest injury to the system. Dr. J. W. 
Thudichum, physiological chemist, doctor of medicine, and 
for many years adviser to the Local Government Board and the 
Privy Council, agreed with the last witness as to the alumina 
being perfectly harmless. He had experimented with the 
powder, and proved that it did not interfere at all with diges- 
tion. Mr. Hehner’s experiments on himself were subjective, and 
liable to yield imaginary results. Dr. Wynter Blythe,F.C.S.,° 
medical officer of health for Marylebone, and also for Devon- 
shire, and authorof a Dictionaryof Hygieneand Public Health, 
further corroborated as to alumina being an inert and harmless 
substance. He had used the baking powder in his own family 
some weeks, and found no ill results accrue. Drs. Tobin and 
Potter, two Ilkeston practitioners, deposed to knowing of no 
cases of indigestion in Ilkeston caused by the use of these 
baking powders. Both had tried them personally, without 
any effect. Dr. Potter said he swallowed a dose of about half 
a teaspoonful in water, and completely forgot all about it, 
until he heard the evidence that day. It had no effect on him. 
He had no lump of lead on the stomach, (Laughter.) Two 
local grocers, Mr. S. Richards and Mr. G. P. Jackson, said 
they had sold these particular powders .for years, and had 
never heard any complaint. The Bench decided that baking 
powder was not a food under the Act, and that if it were this 
powder was not injurious when used as intended, and they 
accordingly dismissed the case. The second case was then 
briefly taken, and also dismissed. The defendants applied 
for costs, but the Bench followed their invariable custom and 
made no order. 


A DOCTOR prescribes certain drugs believing the drugs to 
have a standard strength or quality that will have a specific 
effect upon his patient, but, owing to the scandalous and cruel 
adulterations practised in the drug trade, the medicines may 
have little or no value, may be poisonous, or may produce pre- 
cisely the contrary effect to that aimed for. Of 959 samples 
of drug's analysed in 1890, no fewer than 139 were adulterated. 
This is not only a grave public scandal, but also a public 
danger, and the weighty words of the Local Government 
Board’s report, ‘‘ that the number of samples of drugs examined 
was scarcely commensurate with the importance to the com- 
munity of securing genuine medicines,’’ should not be un- 
heeded. 
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THE PUBLIC MEAT SUPPLY. 


IN our issue of last week we complained of the farce of look- 
ing to the average justice of the peace as a person capable of 
determining what is fit food and what is not. We said, ‘“‘ The 
meat may—as in cases of poisoning by diseased meat in- 
stanced by Dr. Vaughan—look right, but the carcase may all 
the same be that of an animal that has been infected with 
disease, and to partake of the flesh may cause death.”’ 
We emphasised Dr. Vacher’s complaint that — 


“Split carcases, dressed and cold, are viewed without the | 
viscera, or any part thereof, being produced. The fitness for | 
food of such carcases is commonly decided by a nuzsance — 


inspector or market constable, who have no qualification of a 


scientific character to enable them to decide upon such cases | 


with public safety. In many large districts the only slaughter- 
houses are private ones, behind shops, and in these efficient 
inspection isimpossible. There is little or no check on diseased 
carcasesbeing dressed in rural districts and brought into towns 
uninspected. Even when a carcase infected with disease is 
seized, it has to be taken before a justice, and if he refuses to 
order its destruction it must be returned to the owner, and is 
of course sold as wholesome meat.”’ 


Immediately after the publication of our article occur the 
following cases, showing conclusively the danger of the exist- 
ing system, and pointing the truth and force of our com- 
plaint :— 

At the Birkenhead Police-court, Mr. P. W. Atkin applied on 
behalf of the Corporation for an order to destroy a carcase of 
beef lying in the new Chester Road Abattoir, and the pro- 
perty of Mr. Thomas Bater, cattle salesman. It was stated 
by Inspector Wagstaffe, meat inspector, that on Sunday last, 
when at the Woodside Lairage, he saw a bullock which was 
in a sickly condition. It was killed the same day, and on 
examining the carcase he saw it was diseased. He had the 
offal seized and destroyed. The flesh of the carcase was of a 
bad colour, and the blood vessels, heart, liver, and spleen 
were congested. The fat was also of a bad colour, while the 
flesh had a bad smell. Dr. Marsden, medical officer, said 
the beast probably suffered from some febrile disease. The 
whole thing was unhealthy and unfit for food. Dr. Vacher, 
Dr. H. Laird Pearson, and Mr. 
evidence, all holding that the meat was unfit for human food. 
When the case for the Corporation was finished the court 
adjourned, and the magistrates and witnesses inspected the 
carcase, which was deposited in a yard close by. When the 
court reassembled, Mr. Moore, for the defence, called Mr. 
William Ramsden, president of the Liverpool Butchers’ Asso- 
ciation. This witness said he had had forty years’ experience 
of the meat trade, and claimed to know more about these 
things than Dr. Vacher. He held that the carcase was per- 
fectly fit for human food. It bore no signs of disease. 
creamy colour of some of the fat was really a mark of good 
beef. Mr. John S. Baker, a wholesale butcher of forty years’ 
experience, said the beef was perfectly good. He had in the 
lairage that day about 100 carcases similar in colour to the 
carcase in question. He agreed with Mr. Ramsden, but 
would hardly go so far as to say that the carcase was first- 
class beef. Dr. ‘Brien, a member of the Birkenhead Council, 
said the meat was fit for food, but it had deteriorated in con- 
dition since the previous day. The Magistrate at this point 
said he was satisfied that the evidence was not sufficient to 
justify him in making an order for the destruction of the 
carcase. Mr. Moore said he had half a dozen more witnesses 
to call had it been necessary. Mr. Atkin said the officers had 
to be very careful, as there was cholera threatened. The 
Magistrate said he did not blame the inspector, who had 
acted rightly. 

At Leicester, the Borough Magistrates, last week, heard an 
adjourned prosecution against Arthur North, butcher, 51, 
Abbey Street, Leicester, for having in his possession a carcase 
of beef unfit for human food, ‘‘ deposited forthe purpose of sale, 
or in preparation for sale, and intended for food.’’ The evi- 
dence of the inspector of food was that the carcase was ‘‘ in a 
dropsical condition, and showed that the animal had suffered 
from a complication of diseases,’’ For the defence it was not 
denied that the carcase was unfit for human consumption, but 
his advocate pleaded that the defendant had no personal 
knowledge of the unfitness, and that the carcase was not, 

‘legally speaking, in his personal possession. It must have 
been on one or other of those points, namely, guilty knowledge 
or in legal possession, that the two magistrates who heard the 
case last week disagreed. Their disagreement necessitated the 
second hearing on Tuesday. Then four magistrates were 
present, and they convicted North, and fined him £20, The 





J. Dobie gave corroborative | 


The | 














penalty was no doubt all the heavier from the fact that in 1889 
defendant was fined £3 for a similar offence. The severity of 
the punishment should place butchers doubly on their guard, 
and it should also show to the slaughtermen whom they employ 
the necessity of at once reporting any suspicious appearances 
about the carcases they may dress to their employers. In 
North’s case the slaughterman admitted that ‘he did not re- 
gard the flesh of the animal in question, judging from the 
condition of the internal organs, as fit for food. He did not, 
however, send for North, who was not present during the 
dressing, his statement being that he was expecting him back 
every minute. The fact of the diseased carcase being so 
promptly discovered is a satisfactory testimony to the efficiency 
of the food inspector of the borough. Vigilance in this depart- 
ment is especially necessary at this time of the year. 


As our readers will see from the note in our present issue 
upon Dr. Vacher's report on the sanitary condition of Birken- 
head, this is not the first occasion on which the ignorance of 
the local Nupkinses has stepped between the trained health 
expert and the discharge of the trust he owes to the public. 
It is amazing that a magistrate should seriously listen to 
evidence such as that of Mr. William Ramsden, butcher, who 
modestly informed the court that he knew more about dis- 
ease in animals than Dr. Vacher did., We give Mr. Ramsden’s 
opinion of his own qualifications wider publicity, in order that 
our readers may see how testimony inspired by. colossal im- 


| pudence, ignorance, and overweening vanity, seriously weighed 


with a magistrate against the testimony of one of the ablest of 
living scientific experts. It is indeed high time that the farce 
of looking to a magistrate to decide upon the fitness of meat 
for food was ended. 
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OUR LOOKING GLASS. 


THE NEWSAGENT AND BOOKSELLER'S 
REVIEW, 

Feod, Drugs, and Drink is the latest venture for the 
benefit of analysts and sanitarians. It contains a number of 
good sound articles, and should find supporters in every 
town. 


FREEMAN'S FOURNAL 


Food, Drugs, and Drink says that Mr. Martin Flavin’s 
bill of last session, seeking to make it compulsory on makers 
of margarine to colour their manufactures a distinctive tint, 
different from a butter tint, will be heard of again when Par- 
liament meets. It was only the pressure of public business at 
the latter end of the session that prevented its becoming law, 
for there was a majority of the House of Commons in favour 
of its principle, which was to prevent artificial products from 
being palmed off on the public as pure butter. 





IRISH TIMES. 


ONE of the most recent additions to the list of our weekly 
journals is Food, Drugs, and Drink, an organ which appears 
to be devoted in a large measure to re-printing records of con- 
victions for adulteration. But not only are offenders thus 
subjected to a kind of double dose of pillory, but an honest 
attempt is made to forward every movement calculated to 
secure that when we buy we shall receive the pure article, or 
be plainly advised to the contrary. In pursuit of this admir- 
able object food, Drugs, and Drink says in its current issue 
—‘* Mr. Martin Flavin’s bill of last session, seeking to make 
it compulsory on makers of margarine to colour their manu- 
factures a distinctive tint different from a butter tint, will be 
heard of again when Parliament meets. It was only the 
pressure of public business at the latter end of the session that 
prevented it becoming law, for there was a majority of the 
House of Commons in favour of its principle, which was to 
prevent artificial products being palmed off on the public as 
pure butter. There is no doubt in the mind of any unprejudiced 
person that there is a necessity for legislation of this kind. It 
is the encouragement of the manufacture and sale of butter 
substitutes that is killing the trade in the pure article in 
England and Ireland. We hope that whoever takes up Mr. 
Flavin’s bill next session (Mr. .Flavin himself is not now in 
Parliament) will see that its scope is extended so as to pro- 
vide against the admixture of impurities of all kinds with 
butter, as well as to prevent the sale of margarine pure, or 
otherwise, as butter, 
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BAKING POWDER. 


IN another column we report an important prosecution which 
we much regret to say was abortive. It is unfortunate that 
cases of this character have to come before magistrates who 
in the main possess no qualifications enabling them to sift 
a mass of what is often scientific evidence of an interested 
nature. The Ilkeston magistrates who were foolish enough to 
be influenced by the absurd decision of the Recorder of Cam- 
bridge, ‘‘that baking powder was not a food under the Act, 
because it was not swallowed as such,”’ have not only given 
a further impetus to the manufacture of impure baking powder, 
but have shown that they are unfit to be entrusted with 








functions demanding the exercise of ordinary common sense. | 


By the same stupid dictum, pepper is not a food under the 


these substances are swallowed as such, but, fortunately for 
public health, we punish adulteration in pepper and mustard, 
and authorities in these cases regard the ridiculous dictum of the 
Recorder of Cambridge with the contempt such an ignorant 
decision merits. That decision, however, in the case of baking 
powder has been productive of a vast amount of injury, inas- 
much as public analysts have, since it was made some ten 
years ago, not interfered in respect to baking powder adultera- 
tion. The consequences are that the country is flooded with 
baking powder made with alum, Now, there is no analyst who 
will hesitate to condemn the use of alum in bread. Even 
Dr. Wynter Blyth himself, who gave evidence for the defence 
in the Ilkeston case, says in his ‘‘ Foods Composition and 
Analysis,’’ ‘‘ There can be no difference of opinion; it isa 
serious adulteration, and not to be permitted.” <A far greater 


authority than Dr. Blyth, the great Liebig, says, ‘‘ Alum’ 


renders the bread more indigestible.”” Dr. Hassall condemns 
its use, and so also does Dr. Dauglish, who says, “ Its effect 
on the system is that of a topical astringent on the surface of 
the alimentary canal, producing constipation, and deranging 
the process of absorption. But its action in neutralising the 
efficacy of the digestive solvents is by far the most important 
and unquestionable.’’ 

‘The consequence,’’ says Dr. Dauglish, ‘‘is that a large 
portion of the gluten and other valuable constituents of the 
flour are never properly dissolved, but pass through the 
alimentary canal without affording any nourishment what- 
ever.’’ We confess, therefore, to a feeling of intense astonish- 
ment that Dr. Blyth, Dr. Tobin, Dr. Potter, and Mr. Sutton 
should have given evidence of the nature tendered at Ilkeston. 

Dr. Otto Hehner’s experiments were of a two-fold character 
—physiological and chemical. The chemical ones were 
many, and were made with pepsine and hydrochloric acid, 
on eggs, milk, and bread. In every case where alum 
was used in the proportions recommended by the manu- 
facturers of the baking powder in dispute, which was proved 
to contain 45°8 of alum, the result was that the albu- 
minoids were left undigested in a much greater degree than 
in the digestions affected, without alum being used in the 
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baking powder. 
Dr. Hehner himself took a quantity similar to that prescribed 
in the instructions as requisite for a four-ounce loaf of bread. 
To three assistants he gave a similar dose, asking each to 
describe, the next day, without any previous comparison of 
symptoms, the effects experienced. Each had symptoms of 
severe indigestion, like those experienced by Dr. Otto Hehner 
himself. One of the assistants suffered from the ill-effects for 
four days, and the others two days. An after experiment, with 
half a dose, made by Dr. Hehner himself,’produced symptoms 
of the same character. Dr. Adams supported the president 
of the Society of Public Analysts in his conclusion—that alum 
was a deleterious adulterant. For the defence, Mr. Sutton 
admitted that alum in bread was injurious, but stated that in 
the baking powder the alum is neutralised by the carbonate of 
soda in it, and that there remained only alumina of a harmless 
character. To Dr. Thudichum’s opinions we attach but little 
importance, but those of Mr. Sutton demand more notice. 
Mr. Sutton ought to be, and doubtless is, well aware that the 
alumina is readily soluble in the gastric juice, which would 
bring it back again to soluble alumina salt, and to say that 
alum in baking powder is harmless, is therefore to trifle with 
common sense. The real reason for the employment of alum 
in baking powders is that alum costs some 16s. per cwt., 
whilst the tartaric acid that ought to be used for the purpose 
costs some £9 Ios. percwt. It is therefore to be regretted 
that this case was not taken to a higher court. The absurd 
decision of the Recorder of Cambridge is not one that would 
be upheld by a higher court, and in the interests of the public 
it was not desirable that the case should rest where it did. 
Indigestion is becoming more prevalent every year, and to our 
thinking it is unquestionable that its increase is, in a great 
measure, due to the use of alum in baking powders. Apart 


Act, nor is mustard a food under the Act, because neither of , 2/S0 from its public health aspect, it appears to us that the 


makers of pure baking powders should exert themselves to 
secure the suppression of the use of alum in baking powder, 
as they must suffer in their business from competition and 
underselling, by makers of the deleterious article. 

The feature about the prosecution was the attendance of a 
barrister from Norwich, instructed by the manufacturers’ 
solicitors. The object of this proceeding was to secure the 
suppression of the makers’ name. That the magistrates 
should have permitted such a course to be adopted, without 
comment or compelling the barrister to state who his clients 
were, is significant in itself. Here again the retailer is a 
victim, and the real gainer by adulteration—the manufacturer— 
is shielded from publicity. Such prosecutions as this bring 
opprobrium and loss of business to the retailer who does not 
practise the adulteration and gain by it, and the shielding of 
the wholesale manufacturer is an act reprehensible in every 
way. In this case the manufacturers sell some thirty tons 
weekly of the baking powder that contains 45°8 of alum. 


eee 
HOW TO ENCOURAGE ENGLISH 
AND IRISH AGRICULTURE. 





A CORRESPONDENT of the Dazly Chronicle makes a useful 
and timely suggestion, and gives a salutary warning in the 
following letter :— 


‘¢ Sir,—Whilst cholera is so rife at Hamburg and Antwerp, 
ports from which we receive large supplies of foreign eggs, is 
it not possible the fell disease may be imported in the straw in 
which the eggs are packed? Large quantities of French and 
foreign eggs are sold in London, and instead of getting sup- 
plies from suspected districts on the Continent, would it not 
be safer now to turn to the West, and draw our egg supply 
from Ireland direct, and so protect our population from so 
dreadful a scourge, and do a good turn for the distressful 
country at the same time ?—Yours truly, 

‘* PRESERVITAS,”’ 


It has been calculated that the total food we import would 
require for its production 5,000,000 acres, and would give 


‘S 


6 FOOD, DRUGS, AND DRINK. 


% 


To further show the harmful effect of alum, ~ 
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employment to several millions of people. The butter we 
import would need 2,000,000 acres ; the cattle, sheep, cheese, 
etc., 3,000,000 acres. The fact that no check whatever is in 
operation to prevent spurious butter from entering this country 
enables the foreign makers to adulterate it with impunity, and 
at least two-thirds is so adulterated, the percentage in winter 
months rising to alarming proportions. An association of 
English and Irish butter factors is very necessary. If such an 
association would establish depots for the sale of pure Irish 
and English butter in London and our principal towns, it 
would be a boon to the public, and arrest the rapid decline of 
English and Irish agriculture. 


SESS 


ROTTEN TINNED MEAT. 


LIVERPOOL has recently been the scene of two prosecutions 
in connection with tinned meat. In one case reported as 
follows :— 


Mr. William Parker Wood, provision dealer, who has shops 
in Whitechapel and Soho Street, Liverpool, besides a ware- 
house in Hood Street, was summoned before the stipendiary 
magistrate for depositing for sale tinned meat which was unfit 
for human food. Mr. Pierce, who conducted the prosecution, 
said that inspectors went to the defendant’s place in Hood 
Street, and there found about 600 tins of meat totally unfit for 
human food. The stuff was sold to parties of emigrants, and 
the assistant medical officer of health showed that the meat 
was ‘‘blown ”’ and stinking. James Webster, a commission 
agent, said he bought forty-eight tins from the defendant for 
retailing to boarding-house keepers. He paid 14d. per pound. 
The defence was that the meat was advertised as food for 
poultry. The magistrate said it was quite evident that 
Webster did not go to the place in consequence of having 
seen the advertisement, as the defendant had tried to make 
out, because the advertisement did not appear in the paper 
until two days after his visit. The fact that this meat would 
be sold to emigrants, who would be deceived and would not 
have any chance of laying any complaint, made the case 
worse, and the defendant would have to pay a fine of £20 and 
costs. 


In the other case, the prosecution for which took place on 
the 26th, at the City Police Court— 


William H, Cochrane and another, of Littledale Warehouse, 
Carlton Street, were summoned upon an information laid 
under the Public Health Act, 1875, for not complying with a 
magisterial order for the abatement of a certain nuisance—to 
wit, putrid meat contained in tins causing offensive smells. 
Mr. Moss said that on the 13th of July the defendants were 
summoned before Mr. Stewart for allowing a nuisance which 
arose from the storage of putrid tinned meat on their premises, 
and were fined tos. and costs, and orderedto abate the nuisance. 
Since that time many complaints had been received from the 
persons employed in the neighbouring buildings with respect 
to the offensive odours, and an inspector was ordered to 
visit the place. When he did so he found a great nuisance. 
Inspector M‘Culloch deposed to visiting the premises on the 
24th ult., and discovering a very offensive smell proceeding 
from the premises. He saw a cart at the door laden with 
‘blown ’’ tins, from which a most offensive smell was ema- 
nating. The nuisance complained of was caused by the 
storing and detaining of tins of putrid meat. Several witnesses 
gave evidence as to the bad smells proceeding from the ware- 
house, and also of the injurious effects which the noxious 
vapours emanating from the meat stored therein had upon the 
health of those who were occupied in and about Carlton Street. 
A warehouseman named Harrison, for the defence, stated that 
the tinned meat in question came from the River Plate, andas 
they had to pass through the tropics some of them at times 
went bad. Wherever it was found on the arrival of a ship that 
the consignment was in a bad condition fifteen or twenty men 
were immediately engaged to sort the tins, and separate the 
bad from the good. If his worship would allow him, he would 
produce two tins, one sound and the other blown, for inspec- 
tion. He produced the two tins, and remarked that if he 
shook the blown tin or let it fall it would burst and make such 

.a smell as would clear the court in less than two minutes. 
The magistrate imposed a fine of 20s. and costs, which was 
the maximum penalty for one day’s offence. 


It is well known that much of the putrid tinned meat is sold 
to emigrants, who do not discover that they have been de- 
frauded until they are at sea, miles away from the place of 
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purchase, and unable to cause any trouble to the vendors. In 
the new Act, now being drafted, it will be necessary to take 
cognisance of the existing facilities for fraud in this respect, 
and of the further danger of poisoning to which we referred in 
our last issue. 


SS - SSDS 


FRAUDULENT CONDENSED 
MILK. 





FOLLOWING our action in this question, of which we gave 
details in our issue of August 13th, we print the following 
memorial, which it is intended to present at an early date to 
the President of the Local Government Board. We ask the 
particular attention of Analysts, Inspectors under the Food and 
Drugs Acts, and of the Medical Profession to it, and shall be 
glad to forward forms for signature to all who wish to sign it. 

Nearly 200 members of the medical profession have 
already signed the petition, the importance of which 
will be seen by the fact that the Local Government 
Board in their Annual Report for 1890-91 (p. cézv.) them- 
selves call attention to samples of condensed milk ‘‘ that 
have been found almost completely deprived of fat, having 
been apparently made of skim milk,’’ and add that ‘‘ these 
substances were sold in tins which bore labels setting forth 
their good quality, their especial fitness for infants and house- 
hold use, and stating that they were free from all additions, 
except cane sugar, a portion only of the cream having been 
removed ’’ (the “ portion”’ being usually upwards of go per 
cent., all that a centrifugal separator will remove). They 
further say that, ‘‘to use such preparations in the manner 
directed as the sole food for infants would undoubtedly be 
seriously injurious to their health.’’ 

The Local Government Board suggest no remedy, however, 
and it is to be feared that unless public opinion is aroused, no 
steps will be taken to amend the law so as to prevent these 
frauds. 

MEMORIAL 


To THE RIGHT HONORABLE H. H. FOWLER, M.P., 
President of the Local Government Board. 


‘¢Str,—Our attention having been called to the fact that 
condensed skim milk is being largely sold as ‘‘ Condensed 
Milk ”’ or ‘‘ Swiss Milk,’’ and having regard to the circum- 
stance that it cannot be distinguished from genuine full-cream 
condensed milk except by chemical analysis, and is therefore 
frequently used as infants’ food by persons ignorant of its true 
nature, we, the undersigned members of the medical profes- 
sion, public analysts, and inspectors under the Food and 
Drugs Acts, desire to express our opinion that the matter 
urgently calls for legislative action. 

‘“‘We are informed that, as the law at present stands, the 
makers and vendors of condensed skim milk can label it 
‘© Condensed Milk’’ or ‘‘ Swiss Milk,’’ and shelter themselves 
from prosecution by printing somewhere on the label, in as 
small type as they please, a more or less obscure intimation 
that the milk is skimmed. 

‘©We think it very desirable that an enactment should be 
obtained to the following effect: Condensed milk from which 
any of the cream has been removed must be conspicuously 
labelled ‘‘ Condensed Skim Milk’’ in large and legible type, 
and on labels pertaining to this artiele the word ‘‘ milk”? must 
not be used unless preceded by the word ‘skim’ or ‘skimmed’ 
in equally bold type. 


‘We are, Sir, yours obediently, 


IV GOLGI se os 
LE OTLOSS PR sos ered le er TORE 
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Address all communications 
Editor, Foop, DRUGS, AND DRINK, 
183, STRAND, LONDON, W.C, 
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COFFEE ADULTERATION. 





THE case recorded in our last issue of the conviction of the 
Home and Colonial Stores for vending coffee adulterated with 
75 per cent. of chicory calls for some comment. Branches of 


these and other large stores are to be found in almost ‘every: 


part of London, and the amount of provisions, groceries, etc., 
sold by the stores must reach an enormous total. The business 
of each of these great stores being controlled from one centre, 
the substances vended at every branch are most likely identical 
in quality. They may be unadulterated, and no overt act of 
fraud may be attempted, but the fact that it is possible to sell 
a mixture containing 75 per cent. of chicory as ‘‘ coffee’’ 
shows that some close supervision is necessary of these esta- 
blishments by the local authorities who are responsible for the 
administration of the Food and Drugs Acts. 

It is true that the prosecutions for coffee adulteration have 
slightly risen during the past few years, but the total prosecu- 
tions cannot be said to operate as a real check upon fraud; 
and the common complaint that it is well nigh impossible to 
procure pure coffee in England stands little or no chance of 
being remedied. So barefaced have become the impositions 
that imitation coffee beans are now made composed of 
powdered chicory, flour, and sub-carbonate of iron. They are 
very hard to distinguish from the real roasted coffee beans, 
but the groove in the middle of the bean is seen, upon close 
examination, to be not quite identical with that of the real 
article. Ifthe flour were mixed with 15 to 20 per cent. of real 
coffee, persons not acquainted with chemistry would find it 
very difficult to discover the fraud 

Wheaten flour and bran, mixed with molasses, are the 
favourite ingredients used in the manufacture of another brand 
of imitation coffee beans. The manufacturer does not need 
to uce good flour, as damaged flour, refuse biscuits, and waste 
products of bakeries will equally well suit his purpose. A 
factory in France made the imitation coffee beans out of a 
mixture of— 

500 parts sulphate of iron, 
15,000 ,, chicory, 
35,000 ,, flour. 

When ground ready for use it is hard to distinguish the 
bogus coffee from pure coffee. 

The imitation beans are not intended to be sold alone, as 
the liquor would be bitter and by no means palatable, in 
addition to which it is dark-coloured, and has a thick, muddy 
sediment. It produces nausea and sickness. 

It will be seen, therefore, that persons purchasing the 
roasted coffee beans and grinding their own coffee can be 
by no means certain that they are not drinking a vile and 
filthy decoction, as the beans are manufactured for the purpose 
of mixing with genuine beans. 

Inspectors under the F6od and Drugs Acts very rarely take 
samples of coffee beans, and several other rascally frauds are 
practised in consequence of the indifference of the authorities. 
Exhausted coffee beans are extensively sold, the beans being 
divested of their oil and flavouring qualities, every active pro- 
perty being extracted from them by water, and the rubbish 
then stained afresh to represent genuine beans, and looking 
apparently as if untampered with. The liquor made from 
these beans is of course poor and without aroma. 

In fact, in one torm or another, coffee is the most adulterated 
of any article of food, and magistrates who try adulteration 
cases are all at sixes and sevens as to what constitutes an 
offence under the Acts for the sale of food and drugs. Thus, 
Mr. Bros, at Clerkenwell Police-court, dismissed a summons 
against a retailer who sold as coffee a mixture containing 70 
per cent. of chicory, because the label bore the words ‘ This 
is sold as a mixture,’”’ although the purchaser asked for and 
bought it as coffee. 

Mr. Haden Corser, at the same court, gave a decision 
exactly contrary to that of Mr. Bros, and inflicted a 
fine in a similar case, holding that the stamp on the paper 
was not sufficient if unaccompanied by word of mouth 
disclosure to the purchaser by the person selling the mixture. 

Other magistrates throughout the country are as hope- 
lessly at conflict with each other. At Nottingham, not 
long ago, Inspector Story prosecuted in a case where the 
mixture contained 80 per cent. of chicory, and only 20 per 
cent. coffee. Heasked the dealer for coffee, but received the 
mixture wrapped in a paper, bearing the words ‘‘ Chicory and 
coffee,’’ and so wrapped that the words were not visible. The 
Bench could not agree, and dismissed the case. 

In another case at Birmingham a mixture was sold contain- 
ing only 8 per cent. of coffee and g2 per cent. of chicory, but 
the stipendiary refused to granta summons, because, although 
sold as coffee, it was labelled as a mixture, 

Very naturally the effect of these varying and conflicting 
decisions tends to seriously discourage the inspectors, but 
coffee is only one of the substances vended by our great public 
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caterers, and the fact that the great purveyors are seldom if 
ever visited by inspectors, shows that the London local 
authorities are sadly lacking in their duty to the public. As 
we have said, the articles sold may be pure, but the public at 


present have no adequate assurance that they are so, and this — 


state of things is unjust to the honest dealer. It is high time 


that the farce of allowing the Acts to be optional was ended. — 


If the local authorities will not do their duty, the public will 
look for protection to a more honest and energetic body—the 
London County Council—and demand that adequate powers 
be vested in the County Council to protect the public food 
supply from fraud. 


SSDS 


SANITARY OFFICERS’ REPORTS. 





Dr. FRANCIS VACHER’S report on the sanitary condition of | 


the county borough of Birkenhead, for 1891, has just been 
issued, and it is a model of exhaustiveness and conciseness. 
It is seldom that the medical officer’s report of a fifth-rate 
borough is so searching and so interesting as this is, and es- 
pecially in our great Metropolitan districts the subject of the 
public health is dismissed in a barren paragraph or repre- 
sented by a skeleton mortality table. The last published 
Sanitary Report for Islington, for instance, which has a popu- 
lation of 330,000, only fills twenty-eight meagre pages. Dr. 
Vacher’s present report for Birkenhead, with a population of 


99,249, fills sixty-three closely printed pages, and to it are 
added exhaustive mortality tables, and special plan of the 
borough, printed on thick paper. The report, tables, and map 
together form one of the most comprehensive records of local 
sanitation and public health that we have seen. 

Dr. Vacher has his troubles with the magisterial ignoramuses 
who profess to know more about animal diseases than a 
medical officer of many years’ experience, and he complains 
that two applications to magistrates to condemn unsound 
meat were refused, and that another application, which was 
granted, was refused on appeal by the Recorder at Quarter 
Sessions. The magistrate, in the latter case, had no doubt 
that the lungs were diseased, and he ordered them to be 
destroyed, but made no order in respect of the carcase, as it 
looked well, and evidence was submitted by the owner that 
the animal was suffering from ‘‘local’’ and not ‘‘ general ”’ 
tuberculosis. This extraordinary dictum was accepted by the 
magistrate, notwithstanding the medical officer's declaration 
that there was no sufficient ground for concluding that the 
disease was ever merely *‘local,’’ as the bacilli were carried 
from one part to another in the blood and in the lymph 
stream, and in possibly other ways. 


Se SK OES « : 


THE Preston Town Council have not taken even slightly to 
heart the comments upon their carelessness as to the food of 
the town. At their last meeting, Alderman Birley moved— 
‘‘That plans be prepared for an extension of the public abat- 
toirs at the Cattle Market.’’ He was informed by the railway 
authorities that one-fifth of the mutton and one-sixth of the 
beef sold in Preston was imported, and this abattoir extension 
was needed, not only asa check to that importation, but to 
provide a great public sanitary improvement (hear, hear). 
They had heard a great deal lately about the large quantity of 
diseased meat brought into Preston, and he held the opinion, 
which was shared by medical men, that that diseased meat 
had more or less affected the health of the inhabitants. 
Several members favoured the establishment of abattoirs in 
various parts of the town; but Mr. Hale said it would practic- 
ally impose another rent on butchers to compel them to 
slaughter animals two miles from the centre of the town, and as 
Alderman Birley declined to modify his proposition it was 
negatived. The rejection of Alderman Birley’s resolution 
shows how the ‘‘close body’’ of persons who have made 
Preston a happy hunting-ground for vendors of diseased meat 
and impure and adulterated food sacrifice the health and 
well-being of the people of Preston to jobbery and self-interest. 
No wonder that the Local Government Board’s scathing refer- 
ences to the apathy of the Preston local authority pass un- 
heeded. It is placing a premium on dishonesty that in one 
year only eight samples were taken and analysed for a popu- 
lation of 96,537 persons. We hope to hear from Preston 
sanitarians, and shall be glad to aid any effort to.amend the 
discreditable condition of things now existing in Preston. It 
is a public scandal that the convenience of a few butchers 
should be considered of more importance than the health of 
nigh on 100,000 people. 
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ITEMS OF INTEREST. 


Mr. J. C. MELis, M.Inst.C.E., F.G.S., takes exception 
to the alarming reports prevalent as to the unsatisfactory 
state of the Richmond, Kew, and District Main Drainage, and 
writes :— 


‘« These works, which have been carried out by the Richmond Main 
Sewerage Board for the use of Richmond, Mortlake, Barnes, Kew, and 
Petersham, comprise some five miles of main collecting sewers, with a 
pumping station and precipitation works, The system is one of 
chemical precipitation, with filtration and pressing the sludge into an 
inoffensive portable form, and ‘the destructor system,’ which is alto- 
gether different, is not employed. 

“ The works have now been in continuous active operation, serving 
the entire district, for more than twelve months with the most perfect 
success, 

“The fact that some half dozen ‘Keeling-Holman’ ex‘aust lamps 
are employed onthe towing-paths at Richmond and Mortlake to aid 
ventilation, and that the gas companies have recently become doubtful as 
to a continuance of the supply of gas thereto, is only a minor detail of 
the undertaking, and certainly does not seriously affect it or place the 
Main Sewerage Board in any ‘position of great difficulty.’ If gas 
should be no longer obtainable there are other simple methods of venti- 
lation available without resorting to ‘fans or furnaces,’ and these are 
under consideration. : 

“It is not correct that ‘the Board have closed a large number of 
man-holes and are about to close the remainder.’ The Board have 
deemed it advisable to temporarily close some five or six out of one 
hundred man-holes. Nor is there any reason whatever to fear that 
“sewer gas will force its way up the drains into the houses.’ The main 
sewers have been so constructed as to render it practically impossible 
for sewer air to pass from them to the houses.” 


If everything is as satisfactory as Mr. Mellis would have the 


_ public believe, it is a matter for surprise that persons are re- 


moving from Kew to other districts on account, as they allege, 
of the unsatisfactory and insanitary condition of Kew. 

THERE has been no statement forthcoming of an equally 
reassuring character respecting the wretched water supply of 
Richmond. It is not creditable to either the foresight or the 
resources of the Local Authorities that they should be com- 
pelled to pay the Southwark and Vauxhall Company the 
extortionate rates of 1s. per 1,000 gallons for water which 
that company supplies to private consumers at 6d. per 1,000 
gallons. _— 

WE also notice a suspicious laxity in the enforcement of the 
Acts to prevent adulteration. The exercise of a little public 
spirit on the part of the residents of Richmond and district is 
not only necessary in the interests of public health, but would 
prevent the sale of a vast amount of fraudulent butter, coffee, 
etc., which is now carried on with impunity. 





OUR contemporary the Zazce¢f announces that Dr. Keeley, 
of the so-called gold cure for inebriety, has issued a writ 
against its editors for libel. If the case ever comes to trial, 
the proceedings will be interesting in the extreme. It is not 
the first time the Zavzce¢ has been threatened with pains and 
penalties. During the crusade it waged many years ago 


against the makers of adulterated articles of food, etc., threats | 


of actions for libel fell as ‘‘thick as leaves in Vallambrosa’’ 
upon the fearless proprietors. 





How long will our Government degrade itself by lending its 
sanction to heartless swindles for the sake of the sum realised 
by the sale of stamps for patent medicines? The total 
revenue from this source only equals some £200,000, and for 
that comparatively paltry amount the Government sanctions 
the vending of swindling and worthless rubbish ; the honesty of 
our public press is debauched, and untold injury inflicted upon 
thousands who are credulous enough to believe the lying 
advertisements with which our newspapers teem. Not only 
that, but poisons of the most deadly character are sold with 
impunity. To give one instance :—On April 6th, 1891, Dr. 
Paul, the eminent analyst of the Analytical Laboratory, 20, 
Victoria Street, London, reported gn thirteen patent medicine 
preparations he had analysed. Nine of them contained 
morphine—a poison—in quantities varying from °8 to 3°11 
grains per fluid ounce, and two also contained prussic acid. 
Two samples contained strychnine,and one contained aconi- 
tine. Only ove out of the fhzrteen was labelled ‘‘ Zozsoz,”’ 
and these so-called medicines are on sale by all kinds of 
people—grocers, generai dealers, quacks, etc. 

EVERY year sees a fresh gang of impostors—Arab doctors, 
Indian medicine men, American nostrum vendors, etc., with 
brass bands, carriages, and gorgeous advertisements, gulling 
the public with impunity; and the press that should expose 
such frauds—because the public analysts are powerless to 
interfere—is, with a few exceptions, satisfied to let the 
swindlers flourish, on account of large advertisement orders. 


Mr. THOS. BRYAN, president Royal College of Surgeons, 
speaking at a meeting on the 5th November, 1891, said: 
‘‘The Public Prosecutor prosecuted, at the Mansion House, 
a person for the sale of a patent medicine containing poison 
which was not labelled ‘ poison,’ and the result was the inflic- 
tion of a nominal penalty. Atthesame time it was distinctly 
announced as the intention of the Government that, ‘whenever 
the occasion does arise, the matter will always be pressed to 
the uttermost, and if any instance of a proprietary medicine 
containing poison, and not so labelled, is brought to the notice 
of the authorities, proceedings will be taken against the 
person selling. No further steps, however, had been taken 
by the Government, or anyone else, in the matter. The 
only persons who could take steps were the Pharmaceutical 
Society and the Public Prosecutor, The Pharmaceutical 
Society felt that their motives —were they to prosecute—would 
be regarded as interested, and hence felt disinclined to act.’’ 





AT the same meeting the chairman called attention to the 
case of a woman who had died a few days previously. At the 
inquest it was alleged that her death was due to an overdose. 
of morphine cough lozenges. The coroner pointed out that 
there was no restriction on the sale of patent medicines, how- 
ever poisonous they might be. 





IN no country in the world are such facilities offered to 
the quack nostrum vendor as England affords. In some 
Continental countries the patent medicine swindlers have 
a rigorous supervision exercised in respect to their nostrums. 
At Carlsruhe, Baden, the Local Board issued placards 
respecting some patent medicines. Of a certain cure 
for rheumatism, affections of the joints, and shooting pains, ' 
they said:—‘‘On analysis, this preparation was found 
to consist of simple plaster, spread out and prepared in a. 
most unsatisfactory manner. It has no effect whatever on 
the complaints enumerated.’’ Aremedy for apoplexy was 
analysed, and proved to be arnica tincture coloured red. The 
ordinary retail price of it would be 83d. The patent medicine 
was sold at 8s. 4d. A patent purgative remedy for hemor- 
rhoids, liver disease, and chronic catarrh of the bowels was 
found to be an aqueous solution of soda and soap, oil, 
glycerine scented with acetic ether, and essence of camomiles, 
having none of the medicinal virtues claimed for it. 





ANALYSES of our English famed advertised remedies give 


‘results differing but little in character from those aboye. 


Clarke’s Blood Mixture on analysis by Dr. Alfred Swaine 
Taylor, F.R.S., was found to contain:—lIodide of potassium 
64 grains, chloric ether 4 drachms solution of potash 30 
minims, water coloured with burnt sugar 7$ ounces. Of this 
concoction Dr. Swaine Taylor said :—‘‘ Why such a mixture as 
this should be designated a blood mixture and blood purifier 
is incomprehensible. The four doses directed to be taken 
daily represent 16 grains, and if the person taking it is not 
under medical observation, such a daily quantity as this may 
accumulate in the system and do mischief. In some constitu- 
tions the iodide of potassium frequently taken proves specially 
injurious. It produces iodism.”’ 

‘‘SEQUAH’S Prairie Flower,” another flaunted quack remedy, 
is composed of 735 grains of water, 105 grains of aloes, and 
35 grains of carbonate of soda, a few drops of the tincture of 
capsicum and myrrh being added. 

WORTHLESS preparations costing a few pence are sold at 
prices of 2s. gd. to 11s. per bottle, and aided by the public 
press and the supineness of the Government, the sale of the 
nostrums is every day increasing. Itisa yross public scandal 
disgraceful to the Government that allows it to flourish. 





Now that a cholera scare has seized this country, the patent 
medicine quacks are each lauding the virtues of their remedies. 
We would warn the public to avoid every one of the nostrums. 
Any money spent on the Beecham’s, Perry Davis, Holloway’s, 
Clarke’s, and other concoctions is not only wasted, but the 
results of dosing oneself with the preparations are more likely 
to be harmful in the extreme than to have any beneficial effect. 


At Handsworth, near Birmingham, on the 26th inst., James 
Holt, of Mill Farm, Perry Bar, and Andingwood, his bailiff, 
were fined £77 and costs for failing to report that twenty-one 
pigs were affected with swine fever. The carcases of five pigs 
were found floating in the River Tame, three were buried a few 
inches under the soil in the garden, five were in the mud of 
the river, and others were buried in an adjacent wood. Holt’s 
defence was that he rarely visited the farm, and had given 
his bailiff instructions to have the pigs properly buried. 
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DRUG ADULTERATIONS. 


THE PERCENTAGE OF ADULTERATION IN 


ORDINARY DRUGS. 


HOWEVER much people may differ as to the nature of the 
punishment that should be meted to those who adulterate 
foodstuffs, there should be very little difference of opinion as 
to the necessity of punishing the adulterators of drugs to the 
utmost the law will allow, but it is here that the patent medi- 
cine fiend and petty swindler has everything his own way. 
Human suffering is reckoned as nought. The ablest physician 
may bring to the bedside of his patient knowledge gathered 
from years of close observation of every kind of human suffer- 
ing, but his skill may be and is too often frustrated, and his 
healing power destroyed by the fact that the prescription 
which should give relief to the sufferer carries, when made up, 
the poison in it that thrusts the sick one into the grave. Lest 
this assertion should be regarded as extreme, let us turn to 
the analysts’ reports for 1890 and 1891. First take that of 
the Local Government Board. 

Saffron was adulterated with calendula. 

Syrup of senna had its strength lowered by water. 

Sal volatile had only two-thirds of its proper potency. 

Syrup of poppies was largely diluted. 

Glycerine contained arsenic. 

Borax was mixed with carbonate of soda. 

Bitartrate of potash, that should consist of tartaric acid 
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and potash, was adulterated with 6 per cent. of sulphate of | 


potash, a substance which is ten times cheaper than bitartrate 
of potash. 

Citrate of magnesia was a mixture of sulphate of magnesia, 
tartaric acid, sugar. and bicarbonate of soda. It did not 
contain any citrate of magnesia. 


MINERAL WATERS. 





A WARNING. 


IN view of the danger of cholera, now threatening this 
country, and the fact that impurities in water and other 
liquids form one of the most potent sources of infection, it is 
well that the public should be onits guard against cheap 
mineral waters. 

We give some details of analysis made of over fifty samples 
of mineral waters. 

On analysis, the soda water, contained no soda whatever 
but was composed of other articles, 

Several samples of lemonade contained Zead, and eighteen 
of the whole were adulterated. 


These analyses deal only with aérated waters manufactured | 


in London in large establishments. At least two-thirds of the 
mineral water makers throughout the country use unpurified 
carbonic acid gas in which there is more or less sulphuric 
acid. The majority do not filter the water used in the 
manufacture, and where filters are employed they remain 
in use often for years without being cleansed. Salicylic 
acid is employed in making the syrup used for sweet 
drinks at the rate of 1 oz. per 50 lb. of sugar. Much of this 
salicylic is artificial and injurious. Frequently the manu- 
facturer only has one room, in which the syrup is made, the 
gas is made, and the bottling done, and this room is often used 
also as a stable for the manufacturer’s horse. 
every kind gather and settle onthe open syrups, producing 
drinks that are filthy and disease-producing. There is no 
inspection of any kind exercised over the manufacture, save 
in flagrant cases where the nuisance inspector feels called 
upon to interfere, 

Bottles— particularly the stone ones used for ginger beer— 
are imperfectly washed, and often filled in a filthy state, 
cockroaches, etc., being frequently found in them when the 
beverages are opened. 

Artificial essences of pineapple, jargonelle pear, etc., are 
invariably used, scarcely one manufacturer using the real 
essences for cider, apple wine, etc. The impurities are 
frequently so great that they take away the breath of the 
drinker, and a very small quantity of many of the drinks up- 
sets the stomach. 

The abominable character of such aérated waters is one of 
the greatest stumbling-blocks in the path of temperance, and 
is a serious injury to the business of the reputable firms who 
strive to produce wholesome and pure temperance beverages. 

In the analyses mentioned some of the impure samples 
were the productions of firms who practically monopolise 
the cheap mineral water trade of the metropolis. 
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REVIEWS AND NOTICES OF 
BOOKS. 


"Twixt Plate and Lip; or, the Common Sense of Eating. 
(London: John Morgan Richards, 46, Holborn Viaduct, 
B.C.) : 


THIs little d~ochure is intended as advice to dyspeptics, and 
very good advice it contains. Persons of delicate digestive 
powers will find in it much that is instructive and interesting, 
not only as affecting what they eat and drink, but also as to 
the treatment of disorders of the stomach and other alimentary 
organs. It isa homely treatise on a subject of vital interest 
to nine-tenths of the population. 


SSSR 


POISONING BY FOUL GASES. 


THE result of the inquest on the man Westbrook, who met his 
death at Greenwich, cannot be looked upon as in any way 
satisfactory. The strong gases—sulphide of ammonia and 
sulphuretted hydrogen—rose from the deposits from the South 
Metropolitan Gas Works, and prior to Westbrook’s death one 
of the workmen had had his sight affected. The death on 
Wednesday, when the workman Millard went into the hole 
that he and his fellow-workers were digging, ought not to 
have occurred. The danger of working in such an atmosphere 
as that of the hole in Greenwich marshes, and of breathing 
sulphuretted hydrogen and sulphide of ammonia, is one that 
the officials of the South Metropolitan Gas Company must 
have known. Millard, overpowered and well-nigh poisoned, 
asked to be drawn up, and, in the process of being hoisted to 
the surface, fell back overcome by the foul gases. The man 
Westbrook made a heroic endeavour to rescue Millard. He 
descended the hole, and had hooked Millard to the chain, 
when he fell back himself, overpowered by the poisonous 
gases, and died. 

A verdict of death from misadventure does not meet the 
grave demands of such a case. There are existing appliances 








_ by which the danger of working in such an atmosphere as 





that in the hole on Greenwich marshes can be much lessened. 
It was the duty of the coroner and jury to have demanded 
from Mr. George Livesey, his managers, and fellow-officials, 
why these appliances were not utilised. The Noxious Gases 
Act of 1881 was called into existence to deal with pollutions 
by manufactures of the nature seemingly carried on by the 
South Metropolitan Gas Company with impunity; but there is 
no record of any censure whatever being passed by the coroner 
upon the South Metropolitan Gas Company, whose pollu- 
tions caused the death of the unfortunate man Westbrook. 
Perhaps the coroner and sanitary inspectors of the district 
may have some explanation to offer. If so, our columns are 
open to them, as they equally are to the officials of the Gas 
Company, should they wish to explain their action, or want of 
action, in the matter. Ifthe deceased man were a member of 
a trade union, an inquiry by the union, as to the possibility of 
Westbrook’s next-of-kin claiming compensation from the Gas 
Company for his death, ought to be made at once, as gas 
companies only understand the argument of the pocket. 


SEER 
A SPECIAL SHAPED POISON BOTTLE. 





THE death of Mr. Reynaud Cooper, at Birmingham, and 
other like recent fatal accidents show the need for special 
precautions against the accidental taking of poisons; but 
beyond the ordinary poison label there is no safeguard. 
True, a Canadian has, it is said, invented a_ simple 
and ingenious device to be attached to all bottles containing 
poisons. It consists of a mechanism so arranged that every 
time the bottle is lifted or moved it rings a little bell, but the 
safeguard here recommended would be found both expensive 
and difficult of adoption. A much simpler one the efficacy of 
which would be undoubted, and which would be an instant 
warning, would be gained by a short Act of Parliament making 
it compulsory on chemists to put all poisons in specially-shaped 
bottles. Were the bottle pyramid-shaped the person touching 
it in the dark would immediately know that the contents were 
poisonous. The use of such a shape of bottle for poisons only 
would prevent many fatal accidents. In the case of the 
accidental poisoning of Mr. Reynaud Cooper, the bottle con- 
taining the cyanide of potassium stood beside a bottle of 
lavender water which Mr. Cooper used for rinsing his mouth, 
There being no difference in the shape of the bottles, Mr. 
Cooper, in the dim light, took up the cyanide of potassium 
bottle in error, and was poisoned. Sucha mistake could not 
have been made had the cyanide of potassium been in a 
pyramid-shaped bottle. 
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- WATER. FILTRATION. 
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Morris Patent “Circulating” Filter. 


AS SUPPLIED TO THE ADMIRALTY. 


Pronounced by the Medical Profession and Experts on Water to be the most scientifically 
perfect Filter ever offered to the Public. 





THIS FILTER HAS, AFTER EXHAUSTIVE TESTS, BEEN ADOPTED BY 
HER MAJESTY’S NAVY. 





Pee ene ee Ae NOH CHS SEry ! 


Tt is also absolutely necessary to see that one is obtained which is thoroughly efficient in 


its action, and which can be easily cleaned and re-charged at home. 


THE MORRIS 


« CIRCULATING FILTER” possesses these great advantages, for which IT HAS GAINED 
FIVE HIGHEST AWARDS SINCE 1889. 





Patentees:—THE MORRIS TUBE COMPANY, LITD., 


11, 


HAYMARKET, LONDON, S.W. 








GOLD MEDAL, LONDON, 1885. 
GOLD MEDAL, BRUSSELS EXHIBITION, 1888. 
DIPLOMA OF HONOUR (Highest Award), FOOD EXHIBI- 
TION, 1889. 


MEREDITH & DREW, 


(AMALGAMATED), 


HIGH-CLASS BISCUITS & CAKES, 


ESPECIALLY ADAPTED FOR LICENSED VICTUALLERS, 


HOTEL PROPRIETORS, & REFRESHMENT CONTRACTORS. 


Their various manufactures are made from the finest material, 


and manipulated by machinery of the highest order.” 
VANS TO ALL Parts DalIty. 
Office and Works:—SHADWELL, E. 


PRICE LISTS ON APPLICATION. 





VEUVE MONNIER CHAMPAGNE. 


SPECIAL CUVEE VINTAGE, 1884. 


NO FINER CAN BE HAD AT ANY PRICE. 


To BE HAD OF ALL WINE MERCHANTS. 





VEUVE MONNIER ET SES FILS. 
RUE DU COMMERCE, EPERNAY. 


LONDON OFFICES : 


92, GREAT TOWER STREET, EC. 





—— 


FAK EIMAN’S 


NON-POISONOUS NON-CORROSIVE 


SANITARY POWDER 


WHOLLY DISINFECTANT. DOES NOT CHOKE THE ORAINS. 
FOR THE 


PREVENTION OF INFECTIOUS DISEASES. 
HIGHLY IMPREGNATED WITH THE POWERFUL 
DISINFECTING, D ODORISIN -, 
GERMICIDE AND ANTISEPTIC 
PROPERTIES OF HAKEMAN’S *‘ZYMOCIDE” FLUID. 


Formerly known as “Hakeman’s Microbene.” 





Instantly Destroys Foul Air and Offensive Smelis of all kinds.—Destroys 
Oisease Germs.—Prevents Small Pox, Cholera, Scariet and other \nfec- 
tious Fevers.—Immediately renders Offensive and Putrid Substances 
Inodoreus. —Keeps away Ants, Beetles, Bugs, Cockroaches, Crickets, Fleas, 
Flies, Moths, Mosquitoes and other Insects.—Destroys Weeds, Moss and 
Fungi.—P revents Dry Rot and Mildew. 
FOR DISINFECTING— 
Urinals, Water Closets, Night Commodes, Manure and Dust-neaps, 
Drains, Sewer Mud and Gas, Ash-pi s, Cesspools, Pigsties 
Farmyards, Cowsheds, Stables, Kennels, fowls and 
Pigeon Houses, C:ittle Trucks, Cattle Sheds, &c. (tfarmless to 
Animals louitry,. &c.), Dead Bodies (to prevent the evolution o 
noxious gases and avoid risk of Infection), 
Sold in 3-cwt. Casks, 6s.; 1-cwt. Casks, 10s. 6d-; 2-cw%. Casks, 20s 
each. Also in 1s. Decorated Tin Cani sters 


HAKEMAN’S 
SANITARY SAWDUST. 


FOR USE WHERE A DISINFECTANT OF AN ABSORBENT CHARACTER Ié 
REQUIRED. 
Invaluable for Kennels, Stables, Poultry Houses, Beer and Wine Ccllars, §¢ 
Sold in Sacks at 10s. 6d. and 17s. 6d. each. 
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Manufacturers and Proprietors— 


HAKEMAN’S DISINFECTANT CO.. 
ENFIELD, LONDON, N. 
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The Medical Profession are respectfully requested to advise their Patients to order 
| 5 “ONE STAR’ 
| “THREE STAR” Aa 


It is false economy to buy bad Brandy, and when employed for Medicinal — 
purposes it is even dangerous to do so. Doctors and patients should ensure the 
quality of their Cognac by ordering 


MARTELL’S .-:. BRANDY, 


OF ALL WINE MERCHANTS AND GROCERS. 

















WHISKY ror ve GOUTY AND DIABETIG. 
FINEST OLD SCOTCH 


CAVENDISH = & = 
(SPECIAL DIETETIC) W |- | S KY : 


BonpEp AnD BoTrLED BY 
CAVENDISH, EDENBOROUGH & CO., 4, CULLUM STREET, LONDON, E.C: 


A Blend of the finest Matured Whiskies, containing no sugar or fusel oil, with the highest. 
percentage of the aromatic ethers produced by age. 


This has been specially selected, on the suggestion of Medical Men, to meet the demand for a. 
Whisky which can be safely indulged in by sufferers from Gout, Rheumatism, Diabetes, or Dyspepsia. 


Price 54/- per Dozen, net Cash. 


ALLSOPP’S 
PALE OR BITTER ALE. 
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Messrs. SAMUEL ALLSOPP & SONS, Limited, beg to inform the TRADE 
that they are now Registering Orders for the SEASON. BREWED PALE ALE, 
in casks of nine gallons and upwards, at the Brewery, BURTON-ON-TRENT, 
and at the undermentioned Branch Establishment :— 


61, KING WILLIAM STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


Priuted for the Proprietors and Published by ALFRED Parsons, for the Foop, DruGs, AND DRINK NEWSPAPER COMPANY at their Office 183, Strand, London, W.C. 
All communications lo be addressed to the Editor. 
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ENTERED AT STATIONERS’ HALL. 


Vor. I.—No. 5. LONDON: SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 10, 1892. mon Se FER ANON 


PRICE ONE PENNY. 


Crosse & Blackwell’s 
PICKLES, SAUCES, MALT VINEGAR 


JAMS, SOUPS, & POTTED MEATS 


MAY BE OBTAINED FROM ALL GROCERS THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. 
CROSSE & BLACKWELL, LIMITED, SOHO SQUARE, LONDON. 
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Cadbury’s Cocoa Essence. 


The Manufacturers of this Preparation of Cocoa claim that it 


IS ABSOLUTELY PURE, 


And that it has no superior in the market, as far as Wholesomeness, Pate: Economy 
and Agreeableness go. 


Many of the Dutch Cocoas, with which the English market is flooded, are preparations of Cocoa 
combined with strong and injurious alkalies, and are, therefore, not wholesome ; while they are not so 
cheap as they are represented to be, because, when mixed wi thwater, they give in plain English A 
SOAP, the alkalies helping to give an appearance of fictitious strength. CADBURY BROTHERS earnestly 
appeal to the Medical Profession to discountenance the use of these foreign, adulterated, perfumed 
Cecoas, and to encourage the consumption of pure home-made preparations, like their Cocoa Essence, 
which has received the unqualified support of large numbers of eminent Physicians and Surgeons. 


ALLSOPP’S 
PALE OR BITTER ALE. 
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61, KING WILLIAM STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


‘The “SoO-ALL” _ 
LO ede SEWING MACHINE. 
BEST. 
T. 
fs 












BES & a EAPES T. 
BES Ss. EAPESTu 
@ 
BES CHEAPEST 
! PRESS OPINIONS :— 
SO-ALL The ‘ Times,” April 14, 1891—* ‘ So-All’ is a marvellous machine, well and 
"soundly constructed.” 
SO-ALL. The ‘‘ Lady,” August 27, 1891-—“* The ‘So-All’ is undoubtedly the tease 
SO-ALL and best sewing machine in the market. . . The machine is of the utmost 
: : interest to ladies and philanthropists.”’ 
SO-ALL. ‘‘Weldon’s Illustrated Dressmaker,’’ August 8, 1891—‘‘A well Pee jaa . 


thoroughly satisfactory machine, perfectly adapted for dressmaking and — 
SO-ALL. household use. It is really a wonderful machine for the price, and I would 
| SO-ALL commend it to my young lady readers especially.” 
: ‘‘ Dublin Freeman’s Journal,” August 8, 1891—“‘ Well adapted for domestic 
SO-ALL and the lighter manufacturing purposes.’ 


Eo S:—<“<;7C }7} hth 


‘‘ Financial News.’’—‘‘ The ‘ So-All’ is likely to make rapid headway in public 
: S0-ALL estimation 


A PERFECT FAMILY SEWING MACHINE. 
3, OXFORD STREET, S.W. | 
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Morris Patent “Circulating Filter. 


AS SUPPLIED TO THE ADMIRALTY. 


Pronounced by the Medical Profession and Experts on Water to be the most scent ae 
perfect Filter ever offered to the Public. 


THIS FILTER HAS, AFTER EXHAUSTIVE TESTS, BEEN ADOPTED BY 
HER MAJESTY’S NAVY. 


A‘ BIL TPH R TS “AN POMS Iiy ! 
It is also absolutely necessary to see that one is obtained which is thoroughly efficient in 
its action, and which can be easily cleaned and re-charged at home. THE MORRIS 


“CIRCULATING FILTER” possesses these great advantages, for which IT HAS GAINED 
FIVE HIGHEST AWARDS SINCE 1889. 


Patentees :-THE MORRIS TUBE COMPANY, LTD, 
11, HAYMARKET, LONDON, S.W. 
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THE PUBLIC MEAT SUPPLY.—2. 


THE public are not aware of the fact that the use of various 


odour. 
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substances to remove the stench from meat that is becoming 
putrid is general throughout the trade. The most commonly 
used is ‘‘ Sangster’s Disinfectant,’’ which leaves no smell, and 
entirely removes from the meat treated with it any odour that 
would enable the purchaser to know that the meat was not 
fresh, Again and again cases of poisoning occur from eating 
diseased meat, or partaking of soup made from unsound meat, 
but particularly from eating sausages, pork and other pies, all 


of which form very convenient ways for scoundrelly dealers in 


poisonous flesh to get rid of it at a big profit. At the Congress 
on Hygiene and Demography, in August, 1891, Mr. Victor C. 
Vaughan reported the case of a cow being killed that had 
suffered from mucous diarrhcea. The post-mortem examina- 
tion discovered inflammation of the zz¢estines and enlarge- 
ment of the liver and spleen. The flesh was normal in colour and 
Fifty-seven persons in twenty-five families ate of it 
and were made ill. One strong young man ate some of the 
meat at eight p.m., and began to purge and vomit two hours 
later. He died in thirty-five hours. 

Had this carcase been taken before the sapient Birkenhead 
Nupkinses there would no doubt have been persons to testify 
that the meat was fit for food. It was normal in colour and 


odour, and the traces of disease would not have been recog- 


nised by the wiseacres on the bench. Had the magistrates 
even accepted the evidence of a scientific expert in preference 
to that of an ignorant butcher, they, following the custom of 


‘their tribe, would doubtless have inflicted a fine of a few 


shillings. Such fines are an everyday occurrence, as witness 
the following case :— 


‘““A butcher at Bolton exposed for sale sixty pounds of 
diseased beef from a beast whose lungs were in an advanced 
stage of ¢wberculosis. He had dressed the beef in such a 
manner that all traces of the disease were hidden. Tubercu- 
losis is a disease transmissible from animals to man, yet for 
this villainous offence the punishment was only fwemnty 
Shillings jine.’’ 

The £20 fine inflicted by Mr. Kinghorn in the case reported in 
another column is an exceptional one, and is followed by fines 
of tos. for similar offences. In our opinion such fines are no 
deterrent. Nothing less than imprisonment with hard labour, 
without the option of a fine, will deter purveyors of diseased 
meat from pursuing their abominable traffic. Times innumer- 
able eminent experts like Dr. Vacher, Dr. Adams, and others 
have pointed out the danger to the public of the present un- 
satisfactory system. The revelations respecting the sale of 
diseased meat in Preston, made in the recent trial of the action, 
Savage v. Mather Bros., point the moral of those warnings. 
It was there proved that in Preston a gang of slink butchers 
existed, and that diseased meat was sold practically without 
any restriction. It was even asserted that in one case a pony 
for which 17s. 6d. was paid was converted into sausages. The 
conclusion, therefore, of our contemporary, the Birkenhead 
WVews, on the case referred to in our last issue, that— 


_ The office of meat inspector is not only an unpleasant one, but it 
is of doubtful value in the face of a decision like the one given on 
Wednesday. A stronger case for the prosecution could scarcely be 
hoped for, and it may well be asked—What is the use of Mr. Wag- 
staffe inspecting carcases if he is unable to prosecute those who in his 
opinion are guilty of trying to dispose of meat unfit for human food ? 
What is the use of instituting a prosecution when it is certain to fail ? 
If five scientific witnesses, all of them emphatic in their evidence, 
cannot obtain a conviction, it seems hopeless to expect to prove that 
any carcase is unfit for human food. In view of the decision given 
last Wednesday, following as it does several others of a more or less 
unsatisfactory nature, the Health Committee may well consider whether 
bee while to go to the trouble and expense of inspecting meat 
at all— 

is a very natural one, but all the same, we hope the Health 
Committee will not abate their inspection. 

The absence of adequate supervision throughout the country 
enables possessors of diseased carcases to dispose of them to 
makers of those ‘‘ bags of mystery’ called sausages. In fact, 
the purchasing of ‘‘croaked’’ meat, and the disposal of it 
to sausage and pie manufacturers, is a regular trade with 
many unscrupulous scoundrels. The recent case at Clerken- 
well, where a quantity of meat, putrid and green, was seized 
in a sausage-maker’s establishment, just prior to being worked 
up into human food, is exceptional only so far as it was found 
out. Every day sees more and more butchers becoming their 
own ‘‘ sausage ’’ manufacturers, and the meat that goes into 


- such sausages is invariably the tainted, half putrid, and un- 


saleable meat, undisposed of in ordinary business. Sangster 
deodorises it, and highly-spiced condiments flavour and make 
it palatable. 

An absolute proof of the fact that diseased meat is 
sent into large towns with impunity is afforded by Glasgow. 





The meat market there is owned by the corporation, and all 
meat exposed for sale in it is supposed to have been inspected 
What that inspection is worth may be ascertained from the 
fact that during eight months 312 carcases unfit for human 
food were discovered exposed for sale. Cattle dealers send 
in diseased carcases on the off-chance of the carcases passing 
the pseudo-inspectors, because, if discovered, they are merely 
condemned and destroyed, and no prosecutions are instituted. 

So unsatisfactory is the law generally that in April, 1891, Mr. 
Justice Day and Mr. Justice Lawrance decided that the 
decision of a magistrate who had convicted a person of 
exposing diseased meat for sale was faulty, as the meat was 
merely defoszted, and not exposed by hanging up. They 
were sorry, but they had no alternative. They werecompelled 
to decide that the conviction was bad, and set it aside. 

With a law of this nature and twenty-shilling fines, the 
game of poisoning one’s fellow-creatures is a very profitable 
and safe one. The public health demands compulsory closing 
of all private slaughterhouses, and an adequate provision of 
public abattoirs ; that the health officers’ condemnation shall 
be sufficient to ensure destruction of the carcase, without the 
farce of magisterial sanction; the licensing of all butchers 
and their premises ; a systematic and thorough inspection of 
animals and meat intended for food. 

As regardsimported American, Australian, and New Zealand, 
etc., meat, more than three-fourths of this is fraudulently sold 
as English. New Zealand mutton, for example, is sold as 
‘Canterbury mutton,’’ the purchaser being under the im- 
pression that it is from Canterbury, in England. Antinomy- 
cosis has been for some years very prevalent amongst cattle in 
many parts of America, the cattle in nearly every county in 
the State of Illinois being more or less infected. There is no 
satisfactory public evidence that animals suffering from this 
disease or from tuberculosis, etc., are not slaughtered and 
shipped, or are not canned or used for various fluid beef pre- 
parations. 


OSS SS 
PTOMAINES IN TINNED BEEF. 





A FORTNIGHT ago the family of a working man at Tipton, 
Staffordshire, were taken ill after eating some tinned beef 
which was sold ‘‘on cut’ from a local grocer’s. They 
suffered considerably, and experienced all the sensations of 
poisoning from ptomaines. 

We have been favoured by Mr. A. S. Underhill, M.D., 
D.P.H., Medical Officer of Health for Tipton, with a clinical 
note of the case, as follows :— 


‘‘The tin was opened about 12.45 a.m., and half-a-pound 
was sold in one piece from the top of the tin, to a woman who 
partook of a little herself and gave some to her husband, with 
some cold mutton, and also to her six children, the youngest, 
who was not taken ill, not eating any of it. There was 
nothing noticeable about the tin when it was opened, but the 
mother said that it tasted ‘‘stale.’’ The tin was not 
‘‘blown.’’ The first casewas a child three and a half years 
old, who was taken ill about two and a half hours after eating 
dinner. He was followed ten minutes later by the mother. 
Shortly afterwards the children were sent home from school 
ill, and the father had to return home from his work ill. All 
of them were suffering from the same symptoms—incessant 
vomiting, severe abdominal pains, with cramp, diarrheea, cold 
sweats, followed by more or less of collapse. The children 
lay vomiting on the kitchen floor, perfectly helpless. The 
mother in her bed had lost all muscular power. The symptoms 
were urgent for about six hours, and gradually abated, leaving 
them next day prostrate but otherwise convalescent. Two 
neighbours who partook of the next slice of the meat were 
attacked with similar symptoms of less severity. On examina- 
tion of the tin and the remainder of the meat, I noticed that 
the jelly and fat surrounding the meat was more liquid than 
usual, and that on one side and at the bottom it was much 
discoloured, of a very dark green colour, but not of a disagree- 
able smell. The meat in sections seemed to be perfectly 
normal. The under-surface of the tin corresponding to the 
discoloured parts was also discoloured. I do not quite know 
the normal appearance of these tins, but there was no hole 
noticeable, nor did I discover anything definitely wrong. 
The symptoms were precisely those of severe choleraic 
diarrhcea. I have seen a similar condition after eating pork, 
mussels, tinned salmon (when not fresh), and mushrooms; and 
think that probably the cases were due to a severe poison of 
microbial origin—a ptomaine. If due to metallic poisoning, 
the symptoms would probably have come in directly after 
taking the food. As it was, at least two and a half hours 
elapsed before any symptoms appeared, and then they were 
unlike any of those generally recognised as of metallic origin; 
the whole body seemed to sympathise, and the loss of nerve 
power was most noticeable.”’ 
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‘ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 


MILK. 


At Southwark Police-court on the 31st ult., Edward Davis, 
dairyman, was fined £5 and costs for selling milk adulterated 
with 12 per cent. of water; Joseph Gosling was fined £3 and 
costs for selling milk adulterated with 12 per cent. of water, 
and Lewis Reeves was fined 2os. and 12s. 6d. costs for adulte- 
rating milk with 5 percent. of water. The luxury af adultera- 
tion may apparently be indulged in in Bermondsey by the 
payment of a graduated scale of magisterial charges. 

At Dublin Police-court on the 3oth ult., John Doyle, 13, 
Francis Street, was fined £1 for having for sale new milk 
adulterated with 12 per cent. of added water. A fine to the 
same amount was imposed on James Lawlor, 57, Francis 
Street, for having for sale new milk adulterated with 11 per. 
cent. of added water. Owen Lynch, 54, Great Britain Street, 
was fined ros. for having for sale milk adulterated with 10 per 
cent. of added water. 

An eccentric decision was delivered by the East Dereham 
magistrates—General Bulwer, Colonel Hyde, and Messrs. A. 
Collinson and M. R. Stedman—last week. James Cottrell, 
farmer, of Dereham, was summoned for abstracting cream 
from milk and selling the milk without stating that the cream 
had been abstracted. The analyst’s certificate stated that 
the sample was deficient in fat to the extent of not less than 
11 per cent. Mr. Henry Bird Vincent, medical officer, said 
the minimum amount of fat which a sample of milk should 
contain would be 3 per cent. He had seen the sample of 
milk produced, and was of opinion that the cream had been 
removed. Mr. Cottrell, in defence, said his wife had always 
attended to the milk, and he had nothing to do withit. He 
had never had a single complaint before, and a short time ago 
Superintendent Symonds had taken some of his milk for 
analysis, and no fault was found with it. There was no differ- 
ence, he believed, in the quality that morning than at any 
other time, and he could not account for the deficiency. He 
repudiated the idea of adulterating the milk in any way. Dr. 
Vincent, in reply to the bench, said the state of health of the 
animals, and the food supplied them, might reduce the quan- 
tity of fat. The chairman, in giving the decision of the magis- 
trates, said they considered the defendant had not committed 
any offence of a wilful nature, and taking this view of the case 
would only inflict a small penalty of 6d., with costs £1 2s. 

BUTTER. 

Mr. Henry Thomas, sanitary inspector of Bermondsey, 
summoned Timothy Jonas Evans, butterman, of 43, Edward 
Street, Bermondsey, at the Southwark Police-court, on the 
31st ult., under the Margarine Act, for selling margarine with- 
out complying with the conditions of the Act by placing it in 
paper specifying that it was margarine. Mr. Thomas said 
that the defendant had been guilty of two offences, although 
he had only been proceeded against upon one summons. He 
went to the defendant’s shop, asked for half a pound of butter, 
and was supplied with what turned out on analysis to be mar- 
garine, it being composed of foreign fat, salt, water, and only 
two percent. of butter cream. The defendant said the tub 
from which the article was taken hada large label above itmarked 
‘‘Margarine.’’ Mr, Fenwick imposed a penalty of £5 and 
12s. 6d. costs, and ordered half the fine to be paid over to the 
prosecuting vestry, under the Margarine Act. 

Arthur Lawrence, grocer,:of Bloxwich, was summed at 
Walsall on September 2nd for having exposed for sale certain 
pieces of margarine without having them labelled. The 
defendant pleaded that he was short of butter that morning. 
The presiding magistrate advised himtosay no more. The 
Bench considered it a bad case, and imposed a fine of £7 and 
costs. 

At the Greenwich Police-court on Friday, Thomas E. Sizer, 
grocer, 19 Wastdale Road, Forest Hill, was summoned at the 
instance of the Lewisham Board of Works for selling adulter- 
ated butter. The sample taken had been sent to Somerset 
House for analysis and found to be genuine The Board’s 
analyst had said that the butter had been adulterated to the 
extent of 8°5 per cent. of foreign fat. Mr. Marsham dismissed 
the case, ordering the Board to pay the costs, £3 4s. George 
Smith, grocer, 251, High Street, Lewisham, was similarly 
summoned. The Somerset House analyst pronounced the 
butter genuine, and Mr. Marsham dismissed the case, order- 
ing the Lewisham Board to pay £3 4s. costs. 


MEAT. 


At the Liverpool Police-court on Wednesday the 31st ult., 
before Mr.'Kinghorn, deputy stipendiary, Ernest Lake, butcher, 
43, Prince Edwin Street, appeared toa summons charging him, 
under the provisions of the Public Health Act, 1875, with hav- 
ing on Sunday last deposited for sale thirty-three pieces of 
meat which were unfit for human food. Mr. Moss supported 



















the information, and Mr. J. Sefton defended. Mr. Moss stated 
that the thirty-three pieces constituted the whole of the carcase 
of a cow, with the exception of golbs. which had been sold. It 
was deposited for the purpose of being sold for the food of 
man, and he (Mr. Moss) had been told that the meat was 
perfectly rotten, and that never in the whole course of the in- 
spectors’ experience had they found meat of such a description ~ 
exposed for sale. Defendant would be liable under the Act to 
a penalty of £600, but it was a question whether the magistrates 
would consider the case was one for a fine at all, because it 
was so very important, especially at the present, that people 
should be supplied with sound meat. Inspector Robinson _ 
gave evidence that about eleven o’clock on the morning of 
Sunday last he visited the defendant’s shop and found thirty- 
three pieces of beef, forming the greater part of a cow’s car- 
case. The animal, which had been much emaciated, had 
been suffering very much from a disease known as gapes. 
From the quantity of meat unsold he calculated that about 
forty pounds of it had been sold. There were twenty-four 
pieces in the shop and nine pieces in the refrigerator, all of 
which were unfit for human food. As witness entered the shop 
the defendant was in the act of selling a piece of the beef toa 
woman. Defendant said to witness, ‘‘ For God’s sake let me 
destroy it myself.’’ He said he had bought the carcase at 
the door from a man he did not know, and he gave him what 
he asked for it, which was £3. In reply to another question, 
defendant told him that he knew he was doing wrong. In- 
spector Luya, who had also seen the meat, said it was in a 
most horrible state. If it had been slaughtered, it had been 
slaughtered ‘‘to save its life.’—Dr. Hope, assistant medical © 
officer of health, described the carcase as that of a cow which 
had suffered very much from disease, and which was much ~ 
emaciated. The flesh was soft and flabby, and what little — 
remnant there was of fat was oily, skinny, and bearing every — 
trace of disease. He also noticed that the defendant or some 
other person had, as far as possible, removed the traces of 
disease by getting rid of the internal traces from the ribs, and 
by skinning the spleen; but at the same time there was still _ 
evident the extreme emaciation of the carcase and its 
generally revolting appearance. The Deputy Stipendiary: 
There had been an evident attempt to disguise the diseased 
condition of the animal. Witness: Yes. The Deputy — 
Stipendiary: What effect would the forty pounds have 
on those who bought it? Witness: One can only hope 
that they did not eat it, but that when they examined it at 
home they would throw it away. At the present time it is of 
the greatest importance that only sound and wholesome meat 
should be sold. Such stuff would induce diarrhoea and 
vomiting. Would that develop into cholera? I do not think 
it would develop into it, but it would develop into something 
of the same nature. It would induce lowering of the constitu- 
tion as a consequence of the serious illness which would result 
from eating such stuff, and a person with a lowered constitu- 
tion is more susceptible to disease than otherwise. Mr. 
Sefton, in addressing the bench on the defendant’s behalf, 
admitted the offence, but in mitigation spoke of him as an 
ignorant and a careless man, who was a baker by trade, and 
who had only been in the butchering business for a few 
months. The Deputy Stipendiary said there was no doubt 
that the case had been made out, and his only hesitation 
was whether he should give the defendant the option 
of a fine. After all, however, it was the first time he 
had been convicted, and it was not a very usual thing to 
send a defendant to prison under such circumstances. Mr. . 
Sefton interposed the remark that the defendant intended — 
to give up the business of a butcher altogether. The Deputy — 
Stipendiary, remarking that the case was as bad as any that ~ 
he had ever heard there or elsewhere, said he would not be ~ 
justified in inflicting a less penalty than one of £20 and costs, 
with the alternative of two months’ imprisonment. & 
At the same court,"on the same day, William H. Wright, 
44, Brownlow Hill, summoned at the instance of Inspector 
Luya, was fined 20s. and costs for exposing a piece of un- 
wholesome beef: Joseph Mallon, 26, St. John’s Market, tos. 
and costs at the instance of Inspector Robinson, for exposing 
for sale one unwholesome fowl ; Margaret Johns, 31, Brownlow ~ 
Hill, summoned by Inspector Denton, 2os. and costs, exposing 
a piece of unwholesome beef; and James Corless, 40, St. 
John’s Market, depositing for sale twenty-two rabbits, a wild 
duck, and six pigeons, which were unfit for human food. 
Inspector Roberts had laid the information. Defendant said 
he had not deposited them for sale, and had given notice to 
the officers, whom he was always anxious to assist. Mr. Moss 
conducted the prosecution in the foregoing cases. 
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ITEMS OF INTEREST. 


IT is high time the Strand authorities were taken to task 
upon the question of their disregard for the public conveni- 
ence. Every evening the pavement outside the Adelphi 
Theatre and the Tivoli Music Hall is for a considerable period 
blocked by a crowd waiting for admission to those places of 
amusement. The passers-by are compelled to leave the pave- 
ment for the road, and run the danger of injury from horses 
and vehicles with which the Strand is crowded. It is a 

scandal that this state of things should have been allowed to 
exist forso long a time. Inthe Adelphi Theatre case, the 
Gattis, in order to use every possible inch of room for money 
purposes, utterly ignore the requirements of the public who 
patronise their theatre. Their doors front the Strand, and the 
crowd blocking the thoroughfare is not only an obstruction, 
but a nuisance. It isthe duty of the authorities to insist upon 
the Gattis and the Tivoli proprietors providing adequate 
waiting accommodation for their patrons, and the matter 
must not be lost sight of when the question of their licenses 
again crops up. 








THE Accrington Town Council deserves to have its virtues 
recorded. It has appointed Dr. Monagh medical officer of 
health ata salary of £80 per year, and Dr. Geddie police- 
surgeon at a salary of £15 per year. The salary of the medical 
officer is one that the Accrington ‘ Josiah Bounderbys ’’ would 
scarcely have the impudence to offer to an ordinary clerk. 
Thirty shilling and ninepence per week for taking care of the 
health of a population like that of Accrington! As tothe police- 
surgeon’s salary, its colossal magnitude is enough to take 
one’s breath away. Such, however, is the value ignorant, 
prosperous millowners place upon the services of cultured 
gentlemen, whose qualifications are the result of years of study 
and great expense, and whose work is the most important for 
the welfare of the community. 

ONLY a few weeks ago another northern town offered the 
lavish salary of £5 per annum for the services of a public 
analyst. ‘True the office would be an easy one, as the town is 
one where the local authority takes care that no samples of 
foods, drugs, or drink are taken for analysis. 





THE position of affairs in London in regard to the fever 
epidemic is a very serious one, for over 3,240 scarlet fever 
beds are full, and the authorities of the Asylums Board have 
now the merest handful of accommodation for scarlet fever 
cases. The question as to what is to be done to provide some 
temporary accommodation pending the opening of the new 
North-Eastern Hospital is being anxiously considered ; but it 
is quite possible, and, in fact, probable, that the Board will 
have to refuse to admit cases this week. 

IF the inhabitants of Ilford desire protection from the 
dangers of sewer gas and insanitary dwellings, the sooner 
they change their Local Board the better. The medical officer 
of health caused an examination to be made of a house in 
Queen’s Road, Ilford. The smoke-rocket showed defects in 
the water-closet arrangements, and that owing to faulty con- 
struction the water could not accumulate to a sufficient depth 
in the pan to trap the pipe. The landlord, who appears to be 
Mr. James Wm. Cook, vestry clerk to the parish of Spital- 


fields, was requested by the Board to put the closets, etc., into _ 


a proper state, but knowing the ways of Local Boards, he 
_entirely ignored the request. Reiterated complaints by the 
tenant have been useless, and at last the Local Board has 
succumbed to the landlord’s contumacy, and informed the 
tenant that it does not intend to interfere any further or to 
compel the landlord to do the necessary work. It is alleged 
that one of this landlord’s houses in Ilford was vacated by a 
tenant on account of its unsanitary condition, the wife of the 
occupant being stricken by diphtheria. Surely there should be 
ee public spirit in Ilford to teach this Local Board its 
uty, 





Dr. J. F. ALLAN, medical officer of health, Shoreditch, 
gives another instance of some insanitary property condemned 
two years ago. The property is still occupied, one house 
being tenanted by three families, Four members of one of 
the families are ill—one of fever, two suffering from pneumonia, 
and the fourth from typhoid. 





IN Southwark the work of the Sanitary Committee is 
hampered by want of an adequate number of assistants. There 
are areas, such as that in Surrey Row, where the death rate is 
73 per 1,000. In Broadwall disease sweeps away 50 per 1,000, 
and in another district the dread total reaches the appalling 
percentage of 191 per 1,000. The sanitariansonthe local boards 
responsible for districts such as these herein indicated are 


powerless, for the reason that too often a majority of their 
colleagues on the board are owners of, or directly interested 
in, the insanitary property. It is day by day becoming clearer 
that the vestry system in London is a disgrace to civilisation. 
It is corrupt to the core, and no act of dishonesty or jobbery is 
too low for the Local Boards to descend to. The public health 
is its last consideration, and any sanitarian who joins a board 
of works finds himself driven from it in disgust. Now that 
cholera is threatening us, it would be well if sanitarians in 
places like those named would bestir themselves. 


eEROGES 
SANITARY OFFICERS’ REPORTS. 

Dr. W. H. KEMPSTER, Medical Officer of Health for East 
Battersea, in his report for last year, just published, pointedly 
refers to the essential difference between the procedure under 
the new Public Health Act, and previous Acts, as to the abate- 
ment of nuisances. Formerly if a notice to abate a nuisance 
from the sanitary authority was not complied with, proceedings 
had to be commenced before a justice, and evidence produced 
to satisfy him that a nuisance injurious to health existed ; when, 
if satisfied that such nuisance existed and was zz7urzous to 
health, an order would be made for the abatement of the same. 
If this order was disregarded, and the necessary works not 
executed, it was necessary to commence fresh proceedings to 
recover penalties. But under the Public Health (London) Act, 
1891, the sanitary authority, to whom all such powers have 
been expressly delegated, if satisfied that an intimation of the 
existence of a nuisance dangerous or injurious to health has 
been served by the Sanitary Department, under Section 3 of 
the Act, upon the person liable to abate such nuisance, and 
such intimation has not been complied with, will, after taking 
the circumstances into consideration, cause notice to be served 
under Section 4 of the Act, requiring the nuisance to be abated, 
and if this be not complied with, will at once sue in the Police- 
court for penalties for neglect to comply with the order of the 
sanitary authority; the magistrate cannot go into the merits 
of the case, but has only to decide upon the amount of the 
penalty for non-compliance with such order. The sanitary 
authority here acts in a judicial capacity, as a court of first 
instance, in the same manner as the magistrate formerly did 
under the Metropolis Local Management and other Acts; 
and it is necessary that each case should be considered 
upon its merits, in order that the authority may be said 
to have considered the case in a judicial manner. 
Dr. Kempster also points out that the whole tendency of 
recent legislation has been to broaden the basis of action of 
the various sanitary bodies, involving much additional labour 
and responsibility upon Medical Officers of Health and the 
sanitary staff generally. Indeed, the work is becoming 
rather in excess of the capacity of the staff, rendering it 
difficult to keep up that most necessary of all sanitary work, 
house-to-house inspection, by which alone the great majority 
of defects and consequent nuisances can be discovered, and 
which renders it very difficult to follow the practice of inspect- 
ing each house once in every year, which has for many years 
past been carried out in this increasingly important parish. 
Like many other communities, Battersea will have to rise to the 
necessity of increasing its number of sanitary officers and of 
paying them better, before the new Sanitary Acts can be ad- 
ministered efficiently. Dr. Kempster comments on the 
enormous number of deaths due primarily or secondarily to 
influenza, of which he says :— 

So much has been said of this disease in former reports, that but 
little new is to be recorded. It is undoubtedly a specific fever, highly _ 
infectious, of the malarial or miasmatic type, and therefore the result 
of low organisms, originally from marshy and tropical countries, and is 
directly akin to the jungle fever of India, the fever found in Africa 
and other parts of the world where there is a superabundance of 
decaying organic matter, and consequently attendant. development of 
organisms of the lowest type, which appear, when taken into the 
animal system, to exhaust the powers by attacking the cells found in 
the blood; the various organs of the body, more especially the lungs, 
being primarily invaded, thus accounting for the excessive mortality 
from pneumonia, bronchitis, and pleurisy, which has characterised the 
last three years, during which influenza has been more or less prevalent. 
In other cases the brain and spinal cord are more especially affected, 
many distressing cases of acute mania and suicide having so arisen. 








Mr. J. OAKMAN, M.R.C.S., Medical Officer for West 
Battersea, refers to the bad water supply of the parish, a sub- 
ject to which the attention of the Vestry, especially at this 
time, ought to be seriously directed. He says :— 

The water supplied to the district during the year has been any- 
thing but of a satisfactory character—the reports of our able analyst, 
Mr. Cassal, have shown that it is quite unfit for potable purposes, and 
bears the character of unfiltered water. The district having now be- 
come so populated, it is possible that the filtering medium is not sufh- 
cient to give an efficient filtered supply, and as wholesome unpolluted 
water is one of the first necessities of life, too much time and attention 
bestowed on the matter cannot in any way be considered as wasted, 
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BEER ADULTERATION. 





WE see from a report in the Western Mazi of September sth, 
that a vigorous effort is being made by the authorities in 
Glamorganshire to put a stop to the excessive additions of 
salt to beer. We reprint the case because it contains matter 
of importance, not only to every analyst, but to all who desire 
that our national beverage should be sold in a pure state. 
It cannot be said to be so at present. Of all adulterations 
those practised on beer, wine, and spirits enjoy the most 
immunity. In the year 1890 only 342 samples of beer were 
analysed in the United Kingdom, and these samples were 
taken only in districts least likely to favour the arts of the 
adulterator. 

For one victim to alcohol, and for each crime committed 
through drink, numbers die or become criminals through the 
foul trash sold for beer, rum, gin, or whisky. 
methods of brewers are astounding. For instance, a corre- 
spondent, writing to the Brewers’ Fournal, November 15th, 
1891, says :—‘‘ Thanks for your information respecting copper. 
I should be glad of your advice for the treatment of acid beer 
for blending. I do not like liquid neutralisers. How would it 
do to treat impure brewing water with cardolic? What 
quantity for five barrels, and where to be used? J find with 
calcium chloride the beer will not keep; z¢ pzcks up the 
original stink /”’ 

This question is charming in its za@ivefé, and what it reveals 
of trade methods and ignorance, the querist being, apparently, 
quite unconscious of the dangerous character of carbolic acid. 

Another correspondent in the same issue says :—‘‘ We have 
several barrels of returns, which we think too old to mix with 
the fresh beer, although zome of zt zs very sour. Which is 
the best way to get rid of it?, We have been accustomed to 
work off about 5 per cent. in the racking square.”’ 

Before the passing of the Adulteration Acts the common 
adulterants used in beer were Cocculus zndicus—poisonous— 
to increase its intoxicating properties ; foxglove—a poisonous 
purgative—to increase the bitter and intoxicating qualities ; 
green copperas, to give porter a frothy top and the peculiar 
flavour of the pewter pot; hartshorn shavings, to prevent 
souring ; henbane—a poison used to increase intoxicating pro- 
perties ; jalap—a powerful purgative, to prevent sourness and 
counteract the tendency of some of the other adulterants to 
‘binding ’’ ; multum—a mixture of opium, etc.—intoxicating ; 
onut-galls, to colour and fine the liquor ; nux vomica—a violent 
acrid narcotic poison; opium—a narcotic poison; oil of 
vitriol (sulphuric acid)—a, dangerous burning poison; quassia 
—used instead of hops for its bitterness; wormwood—for 
bitterness and intoxicating properties. 

The Zimes said:—‘‘ Owing to the partial failure of this 
season’s English hops, together with the large demand to 
supply the American market, values have advanced to such 
an extent that substitutes are eagerly sought after in 
Mincing Lane Market, and drugs—colombo root, camo- 
mile, guassia, which on account of their bitter qualities 


Some of the | 


can beused in beer manufacture—have been speculated tn to 
such an extent that in some cases thetr values have ad- 
vanced 300 to 400 per cent. Most surprising of all, chzretza, 
which a month ago was almost wzsaleable at 3d. per 1b., has 
actually been sold at 35. to 3s. 6d. per 1b.” ; 

The public-spirited action of Mr. Morgan, the analyst, is 
one that deserves the support of all who are interested in the 
purity of beers. As to Professor Attfield’s evidence, it has ° 
only one practical meaning, and that is that there ought to 
be no restriction put upon brewers in their manufacture, even 
if hundreds of grains of chloride were to be used in every 
gallon of beer, so long as the public taste was suited. With 
all respect to Professor Attfield, we must say that such an 
opinion is one that no bench of magistrates ought to listen to. 
It is ona par with John Bright’s saying, ‘‘that adulteration 
was a form of commerce, and should not be_ interfered 
with.”’ 

It is an opinion that, carried to its logical conclusion, would 
excuse fraud and adulteration of every kind. The public 
taste in some places favours the mixture of foreign fats in~ 
butter, and the admixture is not injurious to the health of the 
purchaser or consumer. It is nevertheless dishonest, and is 
rightly punished by the law. It may be that Professor Attfield 
did not weigh well the effect of his extraordinary evidence, but 
we shall be very much surprised if it does not astonish his 
professional brethren. Our opinion of Somerset House 
we give in another column, so that the appearance of 
Dr. Bannister’s letter in the case does not surprise us, but we 







: 
| 
: 
: 


would like to know by what right Somerset House takes a side — 


in a case of this nature. Since, unfortunately for the purity 
of articles of consumption, Somerset House was made a 
court of appeal, for which it did not possess the necessary 
knowledge or experience, there has been no more potent and 
consistent friend to adulteration than Somerset House, and we 
trust that temperance reformers in the House of Commons will 
not overlook the present instance of Somerset House mar- 
plotting when Parliament assembles. 

As to beer adulteration generally, water and salt are 
the most general adulterants now, with coarse sugar 
added, to give the beer a fictitious strength. Some 


beers are found with as much as 147 gt. of salt per gallon © 


—a quantity well calculated to provoke thirst in those 
who drink the beverage. Makers of beer and stout that for 
purity and excellence of quality have gained a first-class 
reputation, such as the products of Messrs. Guinness and Co., 
Messrs. Bass and Co., and other noted brewers, are dealt 


ee 


with by ale and porter bottlers in the most impudently ~ 


swindling manner conceivable. Scarcely a week passes 
but Messrs. Guinness are compelled to prosecute bottlers 
for offences under the Merchandise Marks Act, the 
offence invariably being that of substituting inferior 
stout far below the normal standard of that of Messrs. 
Guinness, and selling it as Guinness’ make. In Liverpool 
there are some half a dozen large bottlers from whom Messrs. 
Guinness were compelled to withdraw ¢hezr special labels on 
account of such impudent frauds. The bottlers, however, 
deceive the general public by closely imitating Messrs. 
Guinness’ original label, and thusincrease their profits and take 
advantage of the public with impunity. This practice is 
general throughout the United Kingdom, the number of 
bottlers who are guilty of it in London being reckoned by 
scores. 

Around Stepney, Ratcliff Highway, Canning Town, and 
generally throughout the East-end of London, the beer is 
unspeakably vile, and watered with impunity. To abolish the 
drink traffic at once is obviously impossible ; but it is possible 
to ensure that the person who asks for a glass of beer will get 
a pure beverage made from malt and hops, and not the 
foul, poisonous, maddening rubbish now sold as our national 
beverage. 

We therefore cordially commend Dr. Morgan’s action, and 
regret that it was rendered abortive by petty quibbling. 
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CHOLERA. 





THE cholera scare will do at least one lasting service if it 
arouses our local authorities toa sense of their duty to the 
public. The cases we instance in another column, of Ilford, 
Bethnal Green, Southwark, etc., can unhappily be multiplied 
by the score, It is more than three years ago since Dr. 
Thorne Thorne and the medical officers of the Local 
Government Board foresaw the danger and took precautions 
against cholera reaching us by the means of the squalid out- 
casts of Russian misrule. 

The Zvening News and Post protested vigorously against 
the unrestricted dumping down in the heart of our big towns 
of the filth-carrying horde of foreigners, but the sacred freedom 
of the steamship companies to earn profits by such a traffic 
was a something that Parliament would not interfere with. 
Happily, at last, the Local Government Board has issued such 
regulations as enable the medical officers of health to, in a 
slight degree, prevent the landing of these destitute aliens. 
It is, however, to be regretted that the medical officers of 
health have not the power, not only during the present scare, 
but for all time, to refuse to allow any of the pauper aliens to 
land in the United Kingdom. That, however, although a 
most important precaution against infection, would be by no 
means enough. Cholera may reach us by the medium of the 
wealthy as well as by squalid, destitute Russian Jews. Once 
inside our port line of defence, the insanitary areas we have 
already named in Southwark, Bethnal Green, etc., would give 
the dread disease every chance of spreading. Anyone who 
has an acquaintance with Clare Market, and with the abomin- 
ably filthy, mud-salad nuisance, owned by the Duke of 
Bedford—Covent Garden Market—knows the opportunities 
these filthy public places offer for becoming hotbeds of 
cholera. The existence of Covent Garden Market is a 
disgrace to the metropolis. During the hot weather of the 
last few days the stench and filth in the streets surrounding 
the Duke of Bedford’s monopoly have been sickening. 

Writing on another danger of this disgraceful market—that 
of the crowd of urchins who devour the refuse—the author of 
the ‘‘ Seven Curses of London” says :— 


? 
“‘ Did the reader ever see the young market hunters at such a ‘ feed, 
say, in the month of August or September? It is a spectacle to be 
witnessed only by early risers, who can get as far as Covent Garden 
by the time that the wholesale dealing in the open falls slack— 
which will be about eight o’clock; and it is not to be believed unless it 
is seen. They will gather about a muck heap and gobble up plums, 
a sweltering mass of decay, and apples that have quite lost their 
original shape and colour, with the avidity of ducks or pigs. I speak 
according to knowledge, for I have seen them at it. I have seen one of 
these gaunt, wolfish little children with his tattered cap full of plums 
of a sort one of which I would not have permitted a child of mine to 
eat for all the moneyin the Mint, and this at a season when the 
sanitary authorities in their desperate alarm at the spread of cholera had 
turned bill stickers, and were begging and imploring the people to 
abstain from this, that, and the other, and especially to beware of fruit 
unless perfectly sound and ripe. Judging from the earnestness with 
which this last provision was urged, there must have been cholera 
enough to have slain a dozen strong men in that little ragamuffin’s cap. 
I spoke to the market beadle about it, asking him if it would not be 
possible, knowing the propensities of these poor little wretches, so to 
dispose of the poisonous offal that they could not get at it; but he re- 
eo that it was nothing to do with him what they ate so long as they 
ept their hands from picking and stealing; furthermore, he politely in- 
timated that ‘unless I had nothing better to do,’ there was no call for 
me to trouble myself about the ‘ little warmint.’ ”’ 


The filth areas of Clare Market, Short’s Gardens, Betterton 
Street, Potter’s Court, and a score other places that only 
corrupt, idle, and dishonest vestries would allow to remain 
in their present state, swarm with urchins of the sort above 
described. The death-rate in these areas is appalling, and 
every one of the areas offers a nidus for cholera or any 
filth disease. The insanitary property in Catherine Street 
alone would disgrace a community of Kaffirs. During a visit 
the other day to the offices of a leading weekly newspaper, we 
saw the stairs strewn with disinfecting powder; the w.c. was 
of faulty construction, and emitted a sickening stench. In 
this instance, complaints to landlord and vestry have alike 
been unavailing. The present cholera scare will do good if it 
arouses the local authorities in the places we have named toa 
sense of their duties; but the process of permeating the 
vestries with common sense is a painfully slow one, and we 
feel inclined to agree that it would be well to now and again 
immure the vestrymen of the districts named in the filthy, 
insanitary areas, and let disease do its work on them. A 
carefully-attended-to decimation of Bumble in this manner 
would be an excellent example and ‘‘ excourager les autres.” 
Meanwhile, although cholera can at the most claim but a few 
victims in the United Kingdom, it has scared the public to an 
extent out of all proportion to the danger. Fever, that is 
every day alarmingly increasing, has taxed the resources of 


the Asylums Board to the utmost, and ‘already over 3,240 
scarlet-fever beds are occupied. There is no accommodation 
for further cases. At the root of this epidemic also is sanitary 
neglect on the part of the metropolitan vestries. 
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PROSECUTION OF GLAMORGANSHIRE 
PUBLICANS. 


AT Bridgend Police-court, on Saturday, a case of great im- 
portance to brewers and publicans was heard. Thomas David 
Bevan, landlord of the Blaengarw Hotel, Blaengarw, was 
summoned by Superintendent William Thomas, under the 
Food and Drugs Act, for selling, to the prejudice of the pur- 
chaser, beer which was adulterated and was not of the nature, 
substance, and quality demanded. The magistrates on the 
bench were Mr. R. W. Llewellyn (chairman), Mr. C. P. Davis, 
Mr. R. L. Knight, Mr. E. Price, Colonel Franklen, Mr. W. S. 
Powell, and the Rev. C. R. Knight. The prosecution was 
conducted by Mr. W. Robinson Smith, Swansea, and Mr. 
Frank Wilson (Randall, Wilson, and Cay, Cardiff and 
Bridgend) defended. The court was crowded by persons 
interested in the brewing trade. 

Mr. Smith, in opening for the prosecution, said the pro- 
ceedings were instituted under the Food and Drugs Act, and 
much depended upon the public analyst’s certificate in regard 
to the composition of certain beer. The analyst’s certificate 
ran in the following terms :—‘‘The sample (of beer) contains 
chlorides equivalent to 62 grains of common salt per gallon of 
beer, and in my opinion this amount is excessive.”’ He then 
called 

Superintendent Thomas, of the Bridgend police, who said he 
was inspector under the Food and Drugs Act. On the 3oth 
of June last he procured a sample of beer from the Blaen- 
garw Hotel. He obtained three pints of beer, which were 
supplied to him by the landlord (Mr. Bevan). He divided the 
beer into three parts in the usual way, and sealed the various 
samples, leaving one with the landlord, taking another to the 
public analyst, and keeping the third himself. He subse- 
quently received the certificate from the public analyst which 
had been produced. : 

The Magistrates’ Clerk: Did you take or send the beer ? 
Witness: I took it myself. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Wilson: When you took this sample 
did you taste it ?—I think I did. And, I suppose, it tasted 
like beer ?—Oh, yes. And looked and smelt like beer ?—Yes. 
Do you happen to know that the Ely Brewery Company, who 
are the brewers of this beer, enjoy a good reputation for the 
character of their ales ?—I have not heard anything against 
their beer. You have not heard anything against the beer or 
against the quality of it?—Not at all. I suppose when you asked 
for the samples Mr, Bevan handed them to you at once ?—Oh, 
yes, and he assisted me all he could. You don’t pretend to 
say, I suppose, that any attempt has been made to defraud the 
public by selling this beer?—I don't know anything at all 
about that. Do you pretend to say that this beer is injurious 
to health ?—That is for the analyst to prove; I don’t know. 
You are taking many samples?—Yes. All over the place? 
—Yes. 

Mr. Smith here intimated that this was his case. 

Mr. Wilson asked did he not propose to call the public 
analyst. : 

Mr. Smith said he did not unless Mr, Wilson demanded it. 
He had done what the Act required him to do, namely, to 
produce the certificate of the public analyst. It was not for 
him to call the public analyst. That gentleman was present, 
and if Mr. Wilson wished to call him he would do so. 

Mr. Wilson, having intimated that he should ask for this to 
be done, said he desired to call the attention of the bench to 
the manner in which the analysis had been made. The pro- 
secution had been brought under the sixth section of the Food 
and Drugs Act, which provided that any person selling to the 
prejudice of the purchaser any article of food or any drug 
which was not of the nature, substance, or quality of the 
article demanded by the purchaser, should be liable to a 
penalty not exceeding £20, but—and he would ask their 
worships to specially note this—the Act provided that no 
offence should be deemed to be committed under this section 
in cases where any material or ingredient not injurious to 
health had been added to the food or drug because it was 
required for the protection or preparation thereof as an article 
of commerce. Now, he intended to show that, in the first 
place, the report of the public analyst was entirely misleading. 
He would prove that the beer of which a sample had been 
taken did not, in fact, contain anything like the proportion of 
salt referred to in that report ; further, that the amount of salt 
which was found in the beer could not possibly be injurious 
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when it was either present naturally in the water, the hops, or 
in the other materials used in the brewing, or when it had 
crept in with the materials used for the purpose of preparing 
the beer, and he would prove conclusively that unless a certain 
amount of sait was in the beer the beer could not exist. It 
was, of course, well known that salt existed in every form of 
food. It was rather difficult to deal with the report of the 
analyst in this case without having his explanation, which he 
had hoped to get, as in other cases, if that gentleman had 
been put into the witness-box by the prosecuting solicitor. 

Mr. Smith (interposing) ; I think we had better thrash this 
point out. The Act expressly states that, unless the defendant 
requires the public analyst to be called as witness, I need not 
callhim. All I have to do is to produce his certificate, and 
that I have done. If you require me to put him in the box, 
that is another question. I have particularly waited for it. 

Mr. Wilson: Then, will you please take it that I require 
you to put the public analyst in the box ? 

Mr. Smith; Certainly; Dr, Morgan is here. 

Dr. William Morgan, the public analyst, then entered the 
witness-box, 

Mr. Wilson (to the witness): You made the analysis of the beer 
in this case >—I did. MayI seethe report? [The report of the 
analyst was handed to Mr. Wilson.] This report (reading) 
states :—‘‘ The above sample contains chlorides equivalent to 62 
grains of common salt per gallon.’’—Yes. Will you tell us what 
is the chemical equivalent of common salt ?—58, And the 
name ?—Sodium chloride. Do you mean to say that the above 
sample contains chlorides equivalent to 62 grains of chloride of 
sodium ?—The chloride present in the sample, calculated as 
sodium chloride, is equivalent to 62 grains per gallon ; in other 
words the chlorines present in the sample, converted and 
calculated as sodium chloride, amounted to 62 grains per 
gallon of sodium chloride or common salt. What amount of 
chlorines, to begin with, did you find in the sample ?—I shall 
have to calculate that now before I can answer that question. 
You calculated before, didn’t you ?—Certainly, but as you 
want chlorines, I shall have to calculate it. [After calcula- 
tion]: There‘are, as near as possible, 37°6 grains per gallon. 
I suppose you arrive at the amount of the chlorine by precipi- 
tating the chlorine with nitrate of silver in the ordinary way ? 
—Yes. Having found the amount of chlorines, what were the 
nitrates you had left ?—I did not determine the nitrates; it is 
quite unnecessary. Then your next assertion is, ‘‘that the 
amount of chlorines, calculated as sodium, produced chloride 
of sodium to the extent of 62 grains.’-—Yes. Why do you take 
it for granted that it is combined with sodium >—Because I 
took the chloride of sodium as the most harmless form of 
chloride which could be present, and, to my knowledge, it is 
generally put there as sodium chloride; if it is in any other 
form, so much the worse forthe beer. Then you don’t actually 
know that it was sodium chloride >—Well, no; I don’t suppose 
I can say I did. Please answer the question. You don’t 
know ?—No; I took it tobe so. You assume that ?—Yes. Is 
is not a rather rash assumption ?>— No; it is a very reasonable 
assumption. It is not possible there would be potassium, 
magnesium or others—they would be salts ?—They would not 
be common salts. You told us common salt was chloride of 
sodium ?—It is generally known as chloride sodium, and 
sodium chloride is generally called common salt. When you 
found the amount of chlorine you assumed that the rest 
was sodium, which, combined with the chlorine, forms 
chloride of sodium or common salt?—Yes. I think you 
will admit that it is possible other chlorides might 
have been present besides sodium ?—Very likely. You 
took no steps to find out whether potassium, for instance, was 
present ?—No, I did not; it was not necessary. I took the 
most harmless form of chloride that could be present. You 
have treated all the chlorides as chlorides of sodium ?—I took 
this {most likely and harmless view. Chloride of potassium 
might be there >—It may be there in small quantities, but it is 
not cormmon salt. Chloride of calcium might be present ?— 
Yes; if the water is produced near the sea, I think it would be 
present. Whatever chlorides were present—calcium, sodium, 
or whatever they may be—are all lumped together and included 
in your 62 grains which you say are equivalent to common 
salt ?>—Yes. You say potassium chloride would be far more 
prejudicial than sodium chloride ? Is common salt prejudicial ? 
—Yes; youmaykill aman by giving common salt in excess. 
Now, what proportion per gallon would you term an excess ?— 
Anything beyond 50 grains. Why do you take it at 50 grains ? 
—Because that has been taken as the basis for the past 
seventeen or eighteen years, to my knowledge, in cases 
brought under the Food and Drugs Act, and, from my 
further knowledge, it embraces all samples of beer in 
which I have found ten, fifteen, to twenty grains as an average 
quantity. This sample is an exception. Are you aware there 
is absolutely no standard ?>—There is no standard in this more 
than in any other article of food under the Food and Drugs 
Act, but it has been fixed by common censent. In many 








' articles of food there is no absolute standard. You say there 
_is no absolute standard ?—Yes, no more than there isgin milk, — 

Then why do you take it as 50 grains >—Because I think it is | 
It is really entirely your own | 


a reasonable and ample limit. 1 
opinion ?—No; based upon evidence given and the testimony 
of higher authorities. Dr. Dupré, for instance, at the Excise 
Office gave that as the maximum. 
1877. And you say that amount has been accepted ?>—From 
that time in the proceedings in this country 50 grains have 
been practically regarded as the limit. Do you take the Excise 
limit ?—The Excise limit has nothing to do with it. Then it is 
your own view ?—Based upon experience and reading. It is 
your opinion that beer should not contain beyond 50 grains of 
salt per gallon ?—I think 50 grains is an ample limit, and any- 
thing beyond that excessive.—Do you know beers that contain 
a very much larger proportion? I have never met with a 
sample of beer brewed from ordinary or well water where the 
malt and hops contained more that 50 grains, or even 50. Did 
you ever know water naturally containing 50 grains >—No; I 
have never met with it. Have you heard of the Yarmouth 
water ?>—That is exceptional. There are no waters in this dis- 
trict that contain so much saline matter as that at Yarmouth. 
Will you take it from me that that water contains over 100 
grains per gallon ?—I will take it if you say so. I cannot dis- 
pute it. 
more than 50 grains, you mean in your own personal experi- 
ence ?—Yes. You will not deny there are such cases ?—No ; 
but I should say they are very exceptional, and that the 
brewer would not use such water if he could help it. Do you 
know anything about brewing ?—Very little; I don’t think it 
is necessary. But yet you have taken upon yourself to say 
that 50 grains is an ample limit ?—Yes. Do you know that 
the best beers can only be brewed from materials containing a 
very much higher proportion than that >—No; on the contrary, 
you find (referring to book) that the Burton waters contain 
only three and four grains of common salt per gallon, and they 
are considered typical waters and the finest in the world. 
But they contain other chlorides ?—I take the total chlorides. 
You have heard of Mr. Herron, the authority on brewing ?>—I 
don’t know, there are so many authorities on brewing. Do 
you know that he says (reading from book) there are cases 
which show that for pale ale you must have 30 grains of sodium 
chloride at least, and twenty for mild ale?—I shall not 
acknowledge that as being correct. I dispute that. But you 
have said you don’t know much about brewing ?—I dispute 
that from the knowledge I have gained of the best Burton and 
Allsopp examined by myself. Were you in a case at Ponty- 
pridd in 1887?—So far as my certificate goes I was; I was 
not there myself, unfortunately. It was on your certificate 
proceedings were taken ?—Yes. And dismissed ?>—I believe 
so. You know that the charge was that beer supplied by 
Messrs. Giles and Harrap, Merthyr, had been analysed by the 
county authorities, who certified that it contained 70 grains of 
common salt per gallon, which, in their opinion, was evidence 
of adulteration ?—Yes. In that case did you conduct the analysis 
in the same way as you have conducted it in this case >—Yes. 
Did you ascertain how much chloride of potassium was there ? 
—No. That sample was sent to Somerset House ?>—Yes. Do 
you recollect that the authorities there certified that the 
sample contained 27 grains of chloride of potassium ?—Well ? 
In the present case you have not put down anything for 
chloride of potassium ?—No. You have estimated all the 
chlorides as chlorides of sodium ?—Yes. You did the same in 
the Pontypridd case ?—Yes. In that case the Somerset House 
analysis stated that the sample contained 27 grains of potas- 
sium chloride, which you estimated as sodium chloride ?—Yes ; 
and I did it more to the advantage of the sample than did the 
Somerset House authorities. But I don’t know that it has 
anything to do with this case. The Somerset House chemists 
examined the sample in that case and found that it contained 
63 grains of chloride of sodium, did they not >—I don’t know 
what they found. Then you differ from them, inasmuch as 
you said you found 70 grains of chloride of sodium, while they 
found 63 grains and 27 grains of potassium. 

The Rev. C. R. Knight: Are you going to produce the 
analysis of the water? 

Mr. Wilson: Yes; the Somerset House report states, 
‘‘Common salt, although not large, is sometimes found in 
genuine beers prepared from water and other legal materials 
naturally containing chloride of sodium or common salt.’’ 

Dr. Morgan (the witness): Somerset House people are not 
infallible and not authoritative, and they make mistakes like 
other men. That is not authoritative, and I am prepared to 
prove they are wrong. 

Mr. Wilson: But yoz are not infallible >—No; but you seem 
to set the Somerset House authorities up against me. Yes; I 
am entitled to do so. You will admit that the standard of 50 
that you go by is not the standard invariably followed by the 
authorities of Somerset House ?—I don’t know that they have 
anything to do with it, I say it is the standard recognised in 
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this country for the last eighteen years. By you ?—No. Mr. 
Smith here, who has appeared against me frequently, will tell 
you the same. Are you prepared to state from your analysis 
of this beer that it was not of the substance demanded by the 
purchaser ?—I know nothing about it. But it is necessary for 
the success of your case to show that it was not of the nature, 

substance, and quality demanded ?—If you ask, was it to the 
prejudice of the purchaser, I sayit was. Do you say it was 
not of the nature, substance, and quality demanded by the 
purchaser ?>—On the back of my certificate I am bound to 
acknowledge that. And you express no opinion as to whether 
it is of the nature, substance, and quality demanded or not? 
—I have nothing to add to my certificate. 

Mr. C. P. Davis: I take it you hold that anything beyond 
50 grains is to the prejudice of the purchaser ?—Most certainly. 

Mr, Wilson (resuming): Do you say it is injurious to health? 
—I don’t say it is injurious to health any more than in milk or 
other substances. Do you know that all the materials used in 
brewing this beer are used with the knowledge of the Excise ?—I 
don’tknowthat ; neitherdo I believe it, because they don’tinquire 
into the character of the water. All their interest is confined to 
malt and to the excisable value of it. Do you suggest that by the 
presence of thesechloridesit is possible to sell aninferior kind of 
beer?—I believe that chlorides of common salt have beenadded, 
and are added, asa preservative. Oh, asa preservative ?—Yes. 
You have told us that the Somerset House authorities are not 
infallible, and that you don’t see why you should be 
called upon to follow their decision ?—Certainly. Are you 
aware that Somerset House chemists constitute the court of 
appeal in any dispute ?—Not finally; they are merely referees. 
Do you know how much salt is contained in ordinary cow's 
milk:—No. Whatisthe proportion of salt in ordinary bread ? 
I don’t know. Take an ordinary apple: Can you tell us any- 
thing about that ?—There is no salt in it to my knowledge. 
Chlorides >—May be a little. You know that all articles of 
soe and vegetables contain a proportion of chlorides >—More 
or less. 

The Rev. C. R. Knight: Dr. Morgan is called upon to show 
what amount of salt is found in the ordinary constituents of 
beer. That is what we are here to gauge. 

Mr. Wilson: The allegation is that the amount of chlorides 
found in this sample of beer is excessive and injurious, and I 
wanted to show that the amount, whatever it may be, is ex- 
ceeded largely by other classes of food—milk for instance. 

Mr. Smith: I think my friend should drop the word 
‘‘injurious,’’ because it is not contended in the summons or in 
Dr. Morgan’s evidence. Thesummonsis ‘‘ to the prejudice of 
the purchaser,”’ not to the injury. 

Mr. Wilson: I contend that in order to succeed they 
must prove that the ingredients in the beer are injurious to 
health. 

Dr. Morgan, in reply to Colonel Franklen, said he had not 
analysed samples of water from the various breweries in the 
county, and he would like to do so. There might be excep- 
tional cases, and he would be interested to know if this was an 
exceptional case. 

Colonel Franklen: It is possible that the water in this in- 
stance may have a large percentage of salt ? 

Dr. Morgan: It may be so. 

At this juncture Mr. John Plews, of Merthyr (who was in- 
structed by Mr. Ll. Reynolds, solicitor, Merthyr), intimated 
that he had been retained for the defence in a similar case, 
wherein Thomas Williams, of the Llanharran Hotel, Ponty- 
cymmer, the defendant, was charged with selling beer con- 
taining 57 grains, and that Mr. R. Scale (Scale and David, 
Bridgend) was defending David L. Griffiths, innkeeper, of 
Pontycymmer, against whom a similar summons had been 
taken out, the alleged adulteration in this case being 56 grains. 
In order to save time, he asked that while Dr. Morgan was in 
the witness-box he and Mr. Scale should be allowed to examine 
him without having to go over the ground already covered by 
Mr. Wilson. 

Mr. Smith, who was prosecuting in both cases, raised no 
objection, and the bench granted the application. 

Dr. Morgan, in reply to questions from Mr. Plews, said he 
had not analysed the water from which the beer obtained from 
Mr. Williams, of the Llanharran Hotel, was brewed. He did 
not think, however, that it was likely to contain 20 to 30 
grains. He did not know where the water came from, nor did 
-he know its constituent parts. 

Further questions having been asked, Mr. Smith objected to 
the cases being taken together unless he was to have the right 
of reply, and, as Mr. Plews was not willing this should be 
done, the examination was stopped. 

Mr. Smith then cross-examined Dr. Morganuponthe evidence 
he had given in the first case. Do you believe (asked Mr. Smith) 
that the ingredients from which the beer is made would produce 
that quantity of common salt ?—I do not. Then may I infer from 
that that you believe they must have been added in order to 
produce the result you find?—Yes, that they are additions in 








the process of brewing. What is the object of adding salt to 
beer brewed in the country >—To “‘ Burtonise”’ it, as they call 
it, or to imitate Burton ales. Do you say that that which you 
have described as 62 grains is to all practical purposes and 
effect common salt ?-—-Yes. What if you had calculated 
potassium ?—It would be considerably higher than 62 grains. 
I understood you said that in no instance have you ever found 
water you have analysed containing so much as 50 grains of 
salt?—The highest I found was that of the Old Brewery, 
Cardiff, heard last Monday. That was 32 grains, and caused 
by being so near to the sea. With regard to the question of 
standard, do you know what was the standard previous to 1877 
regulated by the Excise >—It was recognised by the Excise as 
50 grains. Practically, the Excise don’t regulate the standard 
now ?>—No, because it comes under the Food and Drugs Act. 
50 grains having been taken as the standard up to, say, 1877, 
do you still consider from your further experience that it is a 
fair standard? Yes. If it could be shown to you that the 
water from which this particular beer was brewed contained, 
say, 40 grains, would you consider that the addition of 22 
grains could be obtained from natural causes ?—It might be. 
What would you put down as coming from the malt and hops? 
—Eight grains would be an ample limit. 

The Rev. C. R. Knight: If you found 4o grains per gallon 
in the water, would you consider it improper for brewing 
purposes ? » 

Dr. Morgan: I should consider it excessive, and it would 
produce thirst. 

Mr. C. P. Davis: Would it be possible for salt water to 
percolate into the well ? 

Dr. Morgan: Yes, if the well were near the sea. 

Mr. Wilson here read extracts from works by Dr. Southeby 
and Dr. Herron, in order to show that authorities on brewing 
stated—and it was a recognised rule—that water used for 
brewing must contain a certain amount of salt or it could not 
be brewed from, and, further, that if the salt was not in the 
water naturally it must be added so as to bring the mineral 
constituents up to the required standard. 

Dr. Attfield, F.R.S., who, asked for his opinion respecting 
the charge in the public analyst’s certificate, said the analysis 
named in it was incomplete, because the chlorides were lumped 
together, neither the name nor the amount of ‘each separate 
chloride being stated. Each of those chlorides had different 
properties to the other. Some had no relation whatever to the 
question of adulteration; hence an analysis in a certificate 
under the Food and Drugs Act in which the chlorides were all 
lumped together was incomplete, and in his (Dr. Attfield’s) 
opinion useless for the purposes of the Act. The figures 62, 
which the public analyst had given, and the terms he had 
used, showed him (Dr. Attfield) that he had simply found 
nearly 38 grains of combined chlorine per gallon of the beer, 
and then had inferred the presence of ‘‘ chlorides equivalent to 
62 grains of common salt.’’ The terms 1n which those chlorides 
were alluded to were unusual amongst scientific chemists. It 
was not usual to allude to common salt in any shape or way 
unless the chlorides present were known to be almost wholly 
or chiefly in the form of common salt—which was far from 
being the case in the present instance. The unqualified words 
‘*chlorides equivalent to 62 grains of common salt”’ were liable 
to mislead non-chemical readers, because in none of their 
ordinary properties were the chlorides present in the beer 
equivalent to 62 grains of common salt. Many persons be- 
lieved—erroneously, doubtless—that common salt was added 
to beer to make the consumer more thirsty, and, therefore, any 
allusion to salt in a certificate that was made evidence against 
a summoned publican was liable to prejudice the accused, 
unless salt was alleged to be present, and it was not so alleged 
in the present case. The entirely unnecessary allusion to 
common salt in the analyst’s certificate was in his 
(Dr. Attfield’s) opinion liable to be unfair to the vendor 
accused and to the vendor’s brewer. 

At this juncture Mr. Smith objected to the manner in which 
the evidence was being given, and Dr. Attfield was, therefore, 
examined by Mr. Wilson. 

Dr. Attfield stated, with reference to his own analysis of the 
beer in question, that he found in it 38 grains of chlorine per 
gallon, all in the form of chlorides. Asto the chloride termed 
common salt, the total amount of sodium in one gallon of the 
beer he found to be under seven grains, corresponding to seven- 
teen grains of salt; this amount of salt was not excessive—it 
was quite insignificant—and had not the remotest connection 
with anything inthe shape of adulteration. He also examined 
the sample of the malt, hops, and sugar used in brewing the 
beer, and the only chloride he found was chloride of potassium, 
the total amount being 29 grains per gallon. It was unavoid- 
ably present, and had not the remotest connection with any- 
thing in the shape of adulteration. 

Mr. C. P. Davis: You object to Dr. Morgan saying there 
were eight grains of salt in these materials ? 

Dr. Attfield: I pledge my professional reputation the figures 
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I have mentioned were the amounts of chlorides of potassium 
in the articles, 

Mr. Davis: It is not evidence of adulteration ? 

Dr. Attfield: On the contrary, it is absolutely essential to 
food. Continuing, Dr. Attfield said the only other chloride he 
found in the beer was chloride of calcium—28} grains in the 
gallon. This was one of the substances that conferred hard- 
ness upon water, and hard water was the best for brewing. 
Chloride of calcium had nothing whatever to do with adultera- 
tion of beer, and there was nothing harmful about it. It did 
not affect the question of the prejudice of the purchaser, and, 
to his certain knowledge, the presence of these hardening 
materials was recognised by Somerset House. 

Mr. Wilson here read a letter from Dr. Bannister, of Somer- 
set House, in which occurred the following passages :— 


In reply to your inquiry whether we recognise in this department 
a limit or standard for salt in beer, I beg to inform you that we do not. 
The water and the different material used in brewing beer yield widely 
varying quantities of the mixed chlorides of potassium and sodium, 
and, as a matter of course, a varying quantity of chloride of sodium 
(common salt), when separated from chloride of potassium. Every 
sample has, therefore, to be taken on its merits, and if there is an 
abnormal quantity of chloride of sodium present, as in Yarmouth ale, 
steps are taken to find out whether the salt has been obtained from the 
- brewing materials or purposely added. I may further state that the 
use of mineral salts for hardening brewing water is not interfered with 
by the Inland Revenue Department, and the question of the quantity 
of salt which may be present in beer is for the magistrates to decide 
whether it is or is not prejudicial to health. 


Dr. Attfield, resuming, said he certainly did not consider 
seventeen grains of common salt an abnormal quantity, and 
he agreed with the statements made in the letter, As to the 
question of standard, there was absolutely no recognised 
standard whatever. On the contrary, it was a matter of 
notoriety that a formerly suggested maximum proportion of 
chlorides in beer had been abandoned in law. In the Licen- 
sing Act, 1874, the prohibition to mix salt with beer was with- 
drawn by repeal, and the addition of salt to beer was now, 
therefore, not illegal, and the Somerset House authorities did 
not now recognise any limit or standard. 

Mr. Wilson: Would an addition of this amount of salt 
mentioned in the certificate create a thirst ? 

Witness: Asa matter of private experiment it could not, 
even if the 62 grains were salt—which they are not—it could 
not produce thirst, neither double nor treble that quantity, 

The Magistrates’ Clerk: Say up to 100 grains of salt, would 
not that produce thirst ? 

Dr. Attfield : Certainly not. 

Mr. Davis: Would it not be an incentive to thirst ? 

Dr. Attfield: Certainly not. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Smith: Even if 62 grains of salt 
were there, you say it would not be prejudicial ?— Most 
decidedly I do. Do you know that so late as 1877 the 
Excise authorities used the notice with regard to the 
50 grains of salt Pp—They may have, but the notices 
had been withdrawn. Mr. Smith: On the 13th of July, 1875— 
I am reading from the report of the case which appeared in the 
Western Mazi—Mt. Pike, an officer of the Inland Revenue, 

stated in a case that the instructions sent down from Somerset 
House with regard to the Adulteration Act, intimated that no 
proceedings were to be taken if the amount of salt was under 
50 grains.—That may be, but that was in 1875, and those 
papers had been in the possession of the officer for some years. 
Are you aware, asa public analyst, that 50 grains has been 
adopted throughout the country r—I do not know that. Then 
you don’t agree with Dr. Duprez ?—Most certainly not. You 
say there is no legal quantity ; what do you say would be the 
quantity prejudicial to the purchaser ?—Since the Licensing 
Act was passed, and fora reasonable period after 1875, there 
has been no recognised standard, and as to what would be to the 
prejudice of the purchaser, the quantity necessary for that must 
be hundreds of grains per gallon. Is not milk when mixed with 
water held to be to the prejudice of the purchaser when he 
believes he is buying milk ?—Most certainly, if he is buying 
milk. Then if he buys beer and salt it is the same thing ?— 
Oh, no; if he buys beer and water it is the same thing. 
In this particular sample —leaving out the materials—of beer, 
did you find anything had been added ?—I did not, excepting 
the materials—hops, sugar, and water. Did you suspect it ? 
—I did not. How do you account for some of the things that 
you found ?>-I can only account for them as a matter of strict 
accuracy by examining the materials. Did you analyse the 
water ?—Yes. What did you find ?—In the water I found 
chloride of calcium—seven grains. What chloride of sodium 
(salt) ?—None in the water. Do you know where the water 
was taken from ?—I don’t know anything of it to my own 
knowledge. Did not that quantity rather surprise you >—Not 
at all; the amount of chlorides in water may vary from one 
grain. Doyou admit that the chlorides are equivalent to 62 
grains ?—I admit that the chlorides there are solely in theor- 





€tical quantity. Ifthey all were there as salt there would be 62 
grains. . Mind, I say v the salt is there; but it is not there. — 
ent of these chlorides is 62 grains ?—_ 


Is it a fact the equiva 3 0 
Not in one single respect. Do you know that it is a common 
thing to put salt in brewing ?—I know it is a common thing 


and a proper thing. Do you know an ordinary brewer en- — 


deavours to keep down the common salt to about 30 grains? 
I think he would be quite content with less than 30 grains. 
But when the salt is not present in the water it is far, far better 
for a brewer to take pure water and put in salt than to take an 
impure water containing salt, which, for anything he may 
know, may be derived from sewage. 

The Rev. C. R. Knight: Is there any sense that the 62 
grains in the gallon of beer would be prejudicial to health ? 

Dr. Attfield: Not in one single sense; not in the slightest 
degree. 

Mr. Wilson, addressing the bench, said he did not know 
whether after the evidence of Dr. Attfield they desired to hear 
any more witnesses. He had several gentlemen present— 
Professor W. B. Giles, F.I.C., an expert chemist and brewer, 
representing Messrs. A. Boake, Roberts and Co., brewers, of 
Stratford ; Professor Faulkner, and also several brewers, whom 
he would call if their worships deemed it necessary. 

After a short consultation, Mr, R. W. Llewellyn (chairman 
of the bench) said the magistrates were of opinion that nothing 
prejudicial was used in the manufacture of the beer, therefore 
the case would be dismissed. 

Mr. Wilson asked that costs should be allowed, saying that 
if brewers were to be compelled to meet these groundless pro- 
secutions they would be very much hampered. . 

The Chairman, after conferring with his colleagues, said 
costs would not be allowed. 

Mr. Davis: The public analyst is theoretically right. 

Mr. Smith said he had to bow to their worships’ decision in 
this case, of which they might, perhaps, hear something here- 
after, but, under the circumstances, he thought he would not 
be justified in proceeding with the other two cases. 

The Chairman: These two will be withdrawn ? 

Mr. Smith: I think so. 

The Chairman: Then they are, of course, dismissed. 

The proceedings then terminated. 
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THE ADULTERATION ACTS IN 
ROTHERHITHE. 


In Rotherhithe only two samples were taken under the 
Food and Drugs Act for a whole year. One was a sample of 
milk, and one of spirits. The population of Rotherhithe is 
over 36,000. 

In order to see what effect this indifference of the local 
authorities had on the purity of the food supply of Rotherhithe, 
we made purchases at various large stores in each district, 
noting in each case the class of articles offered for sale. In 
Rotherhithe mixtures were found to be generally sold as pure 
butter, and in many cases margarine was so offered and not 
labelled as required by the Act. We call the attention of 
the local authorities concerned to this dishonest state of 
things. 

Rotherhithe especially is a district where the inhabitants 
should arouse themselves, and insist upon prompt action being 
taken. Every ounce of margarine or butter mixture sold 


represents a loss to English or Irish agriculture, and a gain 


to the foreign makers. This effects in a closer degree than is 
generally imagined the well-being of the labouring poor, who 
form the bulk of the population of Rotherhithe. The decline 
of English agriculture has, in ten years, driven over 250 000 
persons from agricultural districts into the towns, to compete 
for a living with labourers who already find the task of secur- 
ing employment a hard one. The growing sale of butter 
mixtures and margarine as pure butter affects the working 
classes therefore in two ways. Not only are the poor of 
Rotherhithe defrauded, but they aid the process of the ex- 
tinction of English agriculture, and encourage one of the 
main causes that drive labourers from country districts to 
compete with the poor in places like Rotherhithe for a living. 
The butter we import would require 2,000,000 acres for its 
production, and give employment to many thousands of 
persons. Apart, therefore, from the question of the encourage- 
ment to dishonesty that the Rotherhithe local authority has 
been giving by its neglect of the Food and Drugs Acts, its 
action has injured directly the interests of the working classes, 
who should insist upon the Adulteration Acts being enforced. 
The present scandalous state of things has existed too long 
in Rotherhithe. It puts a premium on fraud, plunders the 
poor, and injures English and Irish trade. The only persons 
who benefit are the jobbing shopkeeping members of the local 
authority, who reap larger profits by the sale of the spurious 


articles and the direct robbery of the poor, whose interests 


they so grossly mismanage. 
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SOMERSET HOUSE AGAIN. 





THE mischief done by Somerset House receives fresh cor- 
roboration daily. We now find the Grocer advising its 
readers as follows :— 


We have also advised the trade, both in the “ Grocer Diary” and 
in these columns, to refer samples, in prosecutions under the Sale of 
Food Act, to the chemists at Somerset House for independent analysis, 
and very frequently such reference results in the dismissal of the sum- 
mons. A case in point is reported in our present issue. Mr. T. E. 
Sizer, grocer, 19, Wastdale Road, Forest Hill, S.E., was summoned 
before the magistrate at Greenwich for an alleged adulteration of butter. 
A few weeks ago the Lewisham Board of Works instructed their in- 
‘spector to summon Mr, Sizer for selling butter containing 8-5 per cent. 
of foreign fat. Acting with most commendable wisdom, Mr. Sizer 
insisted on an impartial analysis at Somerset House, with the result 
that the butter has been proved to be perfectly genuine, and the case 
was accordingly dismissed, while, very properly, the authorities have 
to pay the costs. Here we have another clear proof that it is folly to 
accept the zfse dixit of the public analyst, and to allow the case to be 
decided on the strength of his certificate. 


FOOD, DRUGS, AND DRINK. 





Whenever there is the | 


slightest reason for doubt, the sample should be referred to Somerset | 


House. 
wise for all grocers to take that course, and not trust to the board.”’ 
Our readers will, we are sure, cordially endorse this sentiment, and we 
hop : they will do more—act upon it, should the unfortunate necessity 
arise. 

We have in previous issues questioned the capacity of 
Somerset House to make an accurate analysis. The standard 
of purity adopted by the officials is one that has met with 
deserved condemnation at the hands of nearly every public 
analyst in the country, and one of the greatest obstacles in the 
way of those who would enforce the Adulteration Acts is the 
attitude of Somerset House, which is at once both incompetent 
and hostile. The standard of purity adopted for milk is that 
of the poorest possible quality a cow can produce. Were 
some Somerset House official to succeed in discovering a cow 
that by some freak gave pure water in place of milk, the 
Somerset House standard would fall to that absurd depth. 
As it is, dealers who receive supplies from cattle that yield a 
rich, generous milk may and do dilute it till it falls to the 
ridiculous standard of Somerset House purity. That, neither 
more nor less, is what Somerset House has done for adultera- 
tion, In London, 24 per cent. of the milk is adulterated below 
even the Somerset House standard, and with the experience 
before us of the Lewisham Board, and numerous other 
authorities, whose efforts to check adulteration have been 
frustrated by Somerset House, we must confess that we see 
little chance of reducing this percentage of adulteration. The 
inspectors are discouraged and thwarted in their efforts ; 
public analysts are held up to undeserved ridicule, and 
suspicion is cast on their qualifications ; and those who flourish 
by adulteration and fraud, rejoice that there is in existence the 
Somerset House ‘‘Court of Appeal.’’ It is high time that 
Parliament checked this attitude of Somerset House, and the 
matter is one to which reference must be made very early next 
session. The public health is of much more importance than 
any incompetent ‘‘circumlocution’’ office, and Somerset 
House must be taught this. 
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On this point Mr. Sizer writes to us: ‘‘I think it would be | 
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OUR LOOKING GLASS. 


SCOTTISH LEADER. 


food, Drugs, and Drink is the title of a new journal, the 
object of which is to secure such changes in the Food and 
Drugs Acts as will make them cease to be what the journal 
says they are, ‘‘ ineffectual in three parts of the country, and 
a dead letter in the fourth part.’’ In the course of a leader 
the editor points out that there are four powerful causes at 
work to stultify the Acts. These are said to be the designed 
shielding from punishment of the real adulterators, the whole- 
sale dealer or manufacturer who reap the gain but never incur 
any penalty; the fact that the Acts can only be enforced by 
the Local Authority, the farcical nature of the fines inflicted, 
and conflicting decisions by magistrates as to what is and is 
not adulteration. 





IRISH DAILY INDEPENDENT, 


food, Drugs, and Drink is the curiously suggestive title of 
a new weekly paper. The special object of the publication, - 
which has reached its third number, is-to protect the public 
against adulteration. Those engaged in the Irish butter - 
trade will welcome a special article on the ineffectiveness of - 


| the Margarine Act in protecting the producers of pure Irish 


butter against the tricks of the trade at this side of the 
Channel. The protection of all those engaged in the various 
departments of the Irish provision trades against adulteration 
seems to be a special object of the editor. In this very laud- 
able mission he has’a right to’claim the support and practical 
suggestions of the Irish merchants whose interests are en- 
dangered by the depreciation of their goods in the English 


‘markets through the nefarious proceedings of the middlemen 


here. 
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The lowest net prices for advertisements are as 
follows :— 
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NOTICE TO ADVERTISERS. 





No advertisement of any Foods, Drugs, or Drinks 
of the purity of which the Editor and Consulting 
Analyst are not satisfied, will be permitted to appear 
in this Journal, and should the Consulting Analyst 
discover that any advertised substance is impure, 
worthless, adulterated, or injurious to public health, 
such advertisement will be excluded from our Columns. 

Quantitative and qualitative analyses of every kind 
undertaken by the Consulting Analyst. 


For terms write 
Consulting Analyst, c/o Editor, 
Foop, Drucs, anp Drink, 


183, Strand, London, W.C. 
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Brown and Polson’s 
Corn Flour, 
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OR BAKED PUDDING WITH STEWED FRUIT. 











WHISKY ror rae GOUTY AND DIABETIC, 





FINEST OLD SCOTCH 


CAVENDISH. & =o» 
(SPECIAL DIETETIC) VW 4 | S KY. 


Bonpep anp BottLep By ! 
CAVENDISH, EDENBOROUGH & CO., 4, CULLUM STREET, LONDON, E.C: 


A Blend of the finest Matured Whiskies, containing no sugar or fusel oil, with the highest. 
percentage of the aromatic ethers produced by age. 


This has been specially selected, on the suggestion of Medical Men, to meet the demand for a 
Whisky which can be safely indulged in by sufferers from Gout, Rheumatism, Diabetes, or Dyspepsia. 


Price 54/- per Dozen, net Cash. 








GOLD MEDAL, LONDON, 1885 


GOLD MEDAL, BRUSSELS EXHIBITION, 1888. VEUVE MONNIER CHAMPAGNE. 


DIPLOMA OF HONOUR (Highest Award), FOOD EXHIBI- 


TION, 1889. SPECIAL CUVEE VINTAGE, 1884. 
M EREDITH & DREW, | NO FINER CAN BE HAD AT ANY PRICE. 
MALGAMATED), of 


To BE HAD OF ALL WINE MERCHANTS. 


HIGH-CLASS BISCUITS. & CAKES, 
ESPECIALLY ADAPTED FOR LICENSED VICTUALLERS 
HOTEL PROPRIETORS, & REFRESHMENT CONTRACTORS. VEUVE MONNIER ET SES FILS. 


Their various manufactures are made from the finest material, 
and manipulated by machinery of the highest order.” 





RUE DU COMMERCE, EPERNAY. 





VANS TO ALL Parts Dal ty. LONDON OFFICES : 


Office and Works:—SHADWELL, E. 9, GREAT TOWER STREET, EC 


PRICE LISTS ON APPLICATION. 
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‘Crosse & Blackwell’s 
PICKLES, SAUCES, MALT VINEGAR, 


JAMS, SOUPS, & POTTED MEATS 


MAY BE OBTAINED FROM ALL GROCERS THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. 
CROSSE & BLACKWELL, LIMITED, SOHO SQUARE, LONDON. 











Cadbury’s Cocoa Essence. 


The Manufacturers of this Preparation of Cocoa claim that it 


Is ABSOLUTELY PURE, 


And that it has no superior in the market, as far as Wholesomeness, Purity, Economy 
and Agreeableness go. 


Many of the Dutch Cocoas, with which the English market is flooded, are preparations of Cocoa 
combined with strong and injurious alkalies, and are, therefore, not wholesome ; while they are not so 
cheap as they are represented to be, because, when mixed withwater, they give in plain English 4 
SOAP, the alkalies helping to give an appearance of fictitious strength. CapBURY BROTHERS earnestly 
appeal to the Medical Profession to discountenance the use of these foreign, adulterated, perfumed 
Cocoas, and to encourage the consumption of pure home-made preparations, like their Cocoa Essence, 
which has received the “unqualified support of large numbers of eminent Physicians and Surgeons, 


HIGHEST AWARDS 
WHEREVER EXHIBITED. 
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se The Original and the Best. 
aw” Contains the Most Cream. 








The “SO-ALL” 
LOCKSTITGR SEWING MACHINE,” 
a Sle ee 


CHEAPEST. 
PRESS OPINIONS :— 


SO- ALL The ‘“ Times,’ April 14, 1891—“‘‘ So-All’ is a marvellous machine, well and 
"soundly constructed.” 
SO-ALL. The “Lady,” August 27, 1891—‘‘ The ‘So-All’ is undoubtedly the cheapest 
SO-ALL and best sewing machine in the market. . . The machine is of the utmost 
5 ‘interest to ladies and philanthropists.”’ 
SO-ALL. ‘¢Weldon’s Illustrated Dressmaker,”’ August 8, 1891—‘‘A well-made and 


thoroughly satisfactory machine, perfectly adapted for dressmaking ~ and 
SO-ALL. household use. It is really a wonderful machine for the price, and I would 
commend it to my young lady readers especially.”’ 
SQ-ALL. 


‘Dublin Freeman’s Journal,’ August 8, 1891—‘‘ Well adapted for domestic 
SO-ALL, nd the lighter manufacturing purposes.” 


a Financial News.” —‘‘ The ‘ So-All’ is likely to make rapid headway in public 
SO-A L estimation.”’ 


A PERFECT FAMILY SEWING MACHINE. 
3, OXFORD STREET, S.W. 








WATER FILTRATION. 


TH 


Morris Patent “Circulating” Filter 


AS SUPPLIED TO THE ADMIRALTY. 


Pronounced by the Medical Profession and Experts on Water to be the most scientifically 
perfect Filter ever offered to the Public. 





THIS FILTER HAS, AFTER EXHAUSTIVE TESTS, BEEN ADOPTED BY 
HER MAJESTY’S NAVY. 


A. HOD THR. ITs “A NE CES! 
It is also absolutely necessary to see that one is obtained which is thoroughly efficient in 
its action, and which can be easily cleaned and re-charged at home. THE MORRIS 


“CIRCULATING FILTER” possesses these great advantages, for which IT HAS GAINED 
FIVE HIGHEST AWARDS SINCE 1889. 


Patentees :-THE MORRIS TUBE COMPANY, LTD., 
11, HAYMARKET, LONDON, S.W. 
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OUR LOOKING GLASS. 


——————-_— 


THE DAILY CHRONICLE. 


WE are glad to recognise the vigorous action of the editor 
of Food, Drugs, and Drixk in making public and criticising 
sharply the case of the poor man Westbrook, who was poisoned 
by noxious gases in the deposits from the South Metropolitan 
Gas Company’s works at Greenwich. At the same time, we 
regret that in reporting and commenting on the misfortune we 
inadvertently neglected to acknowledge our indebtedness to 
our contemporary for the facts of the case. 















IHE PENNY ILLUSTRATED PAPER. 


_ ANOTHER working-class question of high importance is the 
great public need of preventing the poor, who have so little 
power to protect themselves, from being poisoned by adul- 
terated milk, food, and tinned meats. A new paper, bright 
and pointed, boldly champions the interests of the public in 
this direction. I cordially wish every success to this very 
readable and serviceable new penny weekly journal, called 
food, Drugs, and Drink, the aim of which is to bring about 
urgently needed sanitary reforms. 





LHE WESTERN MERCURY. 


THE new weekly journal, 7ood, Drugs, and Drink, is doing 
good service by exposing the perils which may lurk in our 
public food supply, as the result of ignorance, carelessness, or 

dishonesty. In the current number it points out that the use 
_ of disinfectants to remove the stench from meat that is becom- 
_.ing putrid is ‘‘ general throughout the trade.’? We hope this 
_ is too sweeping a statement, but, if true, it indicates a terrible 
_ danger to society. The decaying food may be deprived of its 
offensive odour so as to escape detection by the public in- 
spector or the customer, but it retains all its poisonous pro- 
_perties. But even apart from practices of this kind, the 
_ systematic attempts of dishonest butchers to pass into the 
_ market the carcases of diseased animals which have been 
_ ‘*killed to save their lives,’’ are a perpetual menace to the 
public health. The law would seem to require strengthening 
in order to provide more deterrent penalties, and the inspection 
of markets and shops is evidently not as effectual as it ought 
to be made. In Glasgow Market, which belong's to the corpo- 
ration, 312 carcases unfit for human food were discovered in 
eight months. At Liverpool the other day Mr. Kinghorn in- 
flicted a fine of £20 ona butcher who had intentionally exposed 
- for sale the carcase of a cow which he had bought for three 
sovereigns, and which was described by the inspector as being 
in a ‘“‘ horrible state.’’ The rascal ought to have been sent to 
prison without the option of a fine. The use of such food is 
one of the most potent causes of choleraic diarrhoea, and those 
who distribute it are public enemies, In the East it was the 
custom to nail a dishonest baker by the ear to his own door- 
post. If a few ‘‘slink butchers’’ were served in the same 
fashion, it might prove a more salutary warning than money 
fines, however heavy. The journal above referred to is pro- 
moting a memorial to Mr. Fowler, President of the Local 
Government Board, praying for an enactment enforcing the 
more conspicuous labelling of condensed skim milk, much of 
which is now sold as ‘‘ Swiss Milk.’’ 





THE SEARCH LIGHT (PEARSON'S MONTHLY). 


A NEW paper, called Food, Drugs, and Drink, is soon to 
be before the public. Its praiseworthy mission will be to ex- 
pose the adulterations carried on by a great portion of the 
manufacturers and vendors of the necessaries of life. If it 
carries out its programme in anything like an accurate and 
thorough manner, the public may, I should think, be relied 
upon to give it their support ; for everyone knows that, in spite 
of the Adulterations Act, the practices which it forbids are still 
common enough. 





THE shoals of letters we have received from Public 
Analysts, Medical Officers of Health, Sanitary Inspectors, 
etc., since the appearance of our journal, warrant us in 
assuring the Search Light, that has thus kindly sympathised 
with our mission, that fearlessness and thoroughness are 
our objects. To the many sanitarians, Public Analysts, etc. 
who have written commending our efforts, and expressing the 
fullest sympathy with our aims, we return our sincere thanks 
and trust that they will assist us by sending us notes of im- 
portant cases, 





MINERAL WATERS. 


IN our issue of a fortnight ago we gave some particulars of 
analyses of cheap mineral waters that contained lead, etc., and 
warned publicans, and the public especially, against the pur- 
chase of the same. 





The following case comes in timely corroboration of our 
warning :— 


At the Londonderry Petty Sessions, on the 17th June, before 
Mr. Roche, R.M., and a full bench of magistrates, the 
adjourned case of John Adams, sub-sanitary officer of the 
Derry Corporation, against Archibald Smith, Duke Street, 
for having retailed soda water which was not of the nature 
and substance demanded, containing lead to the extent of 
half a grain per gallon, came on for hearing. Professor 
Leebody had analysed one of the samples seized and found lead. 
On the application of Mr. A. McCaffrey, who appeared for the 
defendant, the Bench adjourned the case for the purpose of 
having the other sample sent to Somerset House for analysis. 
This had accordingly been done, and the report in connection 
received, The Clerk of the Court read the certificate of 
analysis from Somerset House, which was as follows :—‘‘ We 
hereby certify that we have analysed the soda water forwarded 
to us for examination, and declare that it contains in solution 
in a bottle of ten ounces one-hundredth of a grain of tin and 
lead, the latter being present to the extent of only a trace.’’ 
Professor Leebody, examined by Mr. McKay, said that water 
containing one sixth of a grain of lead per gallon would 
be injurious to health. An eminent chemist had stated that 
one-fifteenth would be the smallest quantity that could be taken 
without danger. He had known very serious results from drink- 
ing water containing one-tenth of a grain. If people took proper 
care and provided proper machinery the lead would not bethere. 
By Mr. Toland: The word ‘‘trace’’ has a technical meaning? 
Yes, it means that the analysis of Somerset House is correct 
by the certificate. Do you say that the quantity of lead as 
shown by the analysis is injurious to health? I cannot tell, 
as they do not say what quantity of lead is present. To Mr. 
Roche: I would strongly dissuade any person from using 
water with the slightest trace of lead. After consultation 
Mr. Roche announced the unanimous decision of the bench. 
They believed the mineral water in question was not in such 
a state as it was bound to be sold, and therefore there should 
be a conviction. The fine would be £1, with 20s. costs, the 
defendant to pay the fee to Somerset House for analysis. 


To further emphasise the need for the greatest possible pre- 
cautions being taken that mineral waters be procured only 
from makers who use every care to secure the most absolute 
cleanliness in the manufacture of the beverages, we publish 
the results of the observations of two French bacteriologists, 
MM. Roman and Colin, who have made their investigations 
on the presence of micro-organisms in mineral waters, and 
notably the waters of Vichy. At the moment of springing, this 
water, like all other spring water, is free from microbes. But, 
after being forty-eight hours in bottle, they find the water from 
the well of the hospital to contain 694,000 microbes to every 
cubic centimetre. Now it takes 16°383 cubic centimetres to 
make a cubic inch. Therefore, in every cubic inch of the 
bottled mineral water examined, there would be, at the end of 
48 hours, nearly 114 million organisms—that is, fully 393 
millions to the pint. Andthey goonbreeding. The microbes 
get into the water from the air, and in the process of bottling. 
So MM. Colin and Roman urge cleanliness. 

The prosecution at Londonderry and the revelations as to 
the shocking insanitary state of hundreds of small mineral 
water factories throughout the country, will be of great public 
service if they direct the attention of sanitary inspectors to the 
need for regular examinations of all places where mineral 
waters are manufactured, and to the closing of such premises 
as consist of a single room serving at once for stable, syrup 
making, and bottling. Drinks made under such conditions 
cannot be otherwise than dangerous in the extreme to public 
health. 

ee SSDS oa ~ 


AT Liverpool on the 7th, Stephen. Lowrey, fruit dealer, 
Scotland Road, was summoned at the instance of the health 
authorities for exposing for sale 190 pears, 50 apples, and some 
grapes that were unfit for human food, and a fine of tos. and 
costs was inflicted. 
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ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 


COFFEE. 


At the Plymouth Petty Sessions, on the 5th inst., Messrs. 
Parker and Co., of Drake Street, were summoned for selling a 
mixture of coffee and chicory as coffee. Inspector Addiscott 
purchased from the defendants a tin of coffee, but had he seen 
the label he should not have taken out the summons. The 
Act protected tradesmen who at the time of the sale labelled 
the package so as to show the public that it was a mixture of 
coffee and chicory. A label was affixed to the package in the 
present case, but the words ‘‘ This is a mixture of chicory and 
coffee” were printed in small type. The inspector informed 
him that the Jabel was folded on the inside, while two of the 
defendants’ assistants were prepared to state that the label 
was folded on the outside. If the label had been folded on the 
outside it was all right. The tin contained 26 per cent. of 
chicory, and that was not an excessive quantity, mixed with 
coffee, and sold as mixture. Under.the circumstances, he did 
not think it necessary to call upon Messrs. Parker and Co. to 
prove that the label was rightly issued. It would have been 
better if the words ‘‘ This is a mixture of coffee and chicory”’ 
had been more prominently printed. Mr. J. Shelley said he 
was prepared to prove by other evidence as well as by that of 
the assistants that the inspector was told before the purchase 
had been completed that it was a mixture of coffee and chicory. 
The Act of Parliament made no provision as to the size in 
which the words of the label should be printed. His clients, 
he had no doubt, would make the words more clear in future. 
The Bench dismissed the case in accordance with the sugges- 
tion of the Town Clerk, but did not allow costs. 


J. Edgcumbe, grocer, of Saltash Street, was summoned for 
a similar offence. The Town Clerk said he was prepared to 
withdraw the summons providing the defendant would not 
require costs. Mr. Shelley remarked that the client would not 
press for costs, and the Bench thereupon dismissed the 
summons. 


Samuel Stidston, grocer, of Treville Street, was summoned 
for a similar offence. The Town Clerk remarked that as the 
defendant had pleaded guilty he would only state the facts of 
the case. The inspector purchased a quarter pound of coffee 
from the defendant’s shop, for which fourpence was paid. At 
first no label was given, but the defendant, on being informed 
that the coffee would be analysed, withdrew the paper in which 
the coffee was wrapped, and placed on it a small label with the 
following words :—‘‘ This is a mixture of coffee and chicory.”’ 
Mr. Addiscott having given evidence in support of this state- 
ment, Mr. Skardon, for the defence, submitted that the offence 
was not a glaring one, for the defendant only made one 
farthing on the quarter of a pound by mixing in the chicory. 
He urged i in mitigation the long established ‘Teputation of his 
client. A sample of the coffee had been tested by a_well- 
known merchant and certified to be very wholesome. Mr. Ellis 
said he did not dispute the wholesomeness of the coffee nor its 
palatability. The Mayor said the Bench regretted having to 
adjudicate upon the case, but Mr. Stidston had pleaded 
guilty, and they were bound to inflict a penalty. The decision 
of the magistrates was that defendant pay a fine of 4os. and 
costs, amounting to £2 IIs. 

John Perrin, grocer, of Bearsted, was summoned for selling 
cotfee ‘‘ which was not of the substance and quality of the 
article demanded,”’ on the 2nd of August. P. C. Russell stated 
that he visited defendant’s shop, and called for half a pound 
of coffee. On being served with the article he informed defen- 
dant that it had been purchased for the purpose of being 
analysed. ‘The report of the county analyst was received, and 
it stated that the sample contained sixty parts of coffee and 
forty parts of chicory. The assistant, whose name was Osmer, 

said the constable asked for half a pound of ‘‘shilling coffee,”’ 
and he was consequently supplied with a mixture of chicory 
and coffee, which was contained ina large can, on which were 
printed the words in large letters, ‘ Chicory and coffee, one 
shilling per lb.’”’ This can was placed on a shelf right opposite 
to where the customers stood, and it was contended that this 
fact alone showed that Mr. Perrin had no intention to defraud 
the public, who knew what they were purchasing. He added 
that he had a distinct recollection of the constable asking for 
‘«shilling coffee,’’ the can containing which stood immediately 
in front of him, and which he could not fail to have seen. The 
Bench, after some deliberation, decided to convict, and fined 
defendant 41 and costs. 


MUSTARD. 


Mr. Perrin, of Bearsted, was summoned for selling adul- 
terated mustard. Mr. Ellis contended that the magistrates 
could not legally convict his client, inasmuch as mustard had 
to be adulterated to make it palatable. He mentioned that it 
was sold exactly as defendant received it from his wholesale 





| Jarvis, 


rote: The analysis showed that the sample consisted of 90% 7. 
per cent. of mustard and 10 of wheat flour. The chairman 
having stated that the adulteration was greater than was 
reasonable, fined defendant tos, and Ios. costs. 


BEER. 


At the Pontypridd Police-court, Mr. M. Llewellyn, landlord 
of the Babylon Hotel, Treherbert, and Mr. Protheroe, landlord 
of the Royal Oak, Penyrenglyn, near Treherbert, were sum- 
moned for selling adulterated beer. Mr. Wilson, for the 
defence, remarked that the case in which he appeared was 
similar to the beer cases which had been fully entered into and 
dismissed at the Bridgend Police-court on the preceding Satur- 
day, and the beer had been brewed in the same brewery, the 
Ely Brewery. His worship was well aware that the examina- 
tion of the character of the beer involved a great deal of 
expense, and the analysis carried out by skilled men in London 
was a very expensive matter. Of course, as the beer in this 
case was of the same character, the result of the analysis 
would be identically the same. He would, therefore, ask the 
prosecution to withdraw the summonses. Superintendent Jones 
observed that he was quite prepared to proceed with the cases, 
but he had no objection to an adjournment. Mr. Wilson went 
on to say that as the cases at Bridgend had been dismissed, it 
was but fair that these cases should be withdrawn. Mr. T. P. 
Jenkins stated that the Pontypridd magistrates did not take 
the decision of other magistrates as a precedent. Super- 
intendent Jones remarked that if Mr. Wilson desired to be 
governed by precedents, he should not overlook the decision of 
the Llandaff Petty Sessions regarding similar cases. The 
hearing of the summonses was adjourned till October 12th. 


WHISKY. 


At the Bridgend Police-court, Evan John, Angel Inn, 
Maesteg, was charged with selling adulterated whisky. Mr. 
R. Scale appeared for the defendant. Inspector Cole, Aber- 
avon, said that on the 2oth of July he went to defendant’s 
house, and purchased half a pint of whisky. Mr. John served 
him from a bottle in the bar. Witness paid 1s. forit. He 
divided it into three parts, gave Mr. John one part, telling 
him that he would take the other two for purposes of analysis, 
He sealed them up in defendant’s presence. He sent one 
bottle to the public analyst, and kept the other himself. He 
handed in a certificate from the analyst, showing that the 
sample was 29} degrees under proof, the authorised number of 
degrees being 25. *Cross-examined by Mr. Scale: He did not 
know that the excise allowed two degrees beyond the 25 
degrees authorised. Mr. John had now left the house, having 
only been there a few months. Mr. Scale at once admitted 
that the analysis was correct. The excise permit-book allowed 
two degrees in addition to the authorised 25 degrees, which 
brought this within 2} degrees of the standard allowed. Mr. 
John’ s wife was ill at the time she diluted the whisky, and un- 
doubtedly she did put more water than she ought to. Mr. John 
had now left the business owing to his wife's illness. It Was a 
very small quantity over the recognised standard, and he asked: 
the Bench to deal leniently with the case. The chairman 
inquired if the defendant did a large business in spirits, and 
Superintendent Thomas said it was a small house, and the 
demand for spirits could not be great. The defendant was 
fined £2 including costs. 


SSDS 
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BELOW we publish a few recent cases showing the encourage- 
ment magistrates give to adulteration :— 


At the Darlington Police-court, on the 3oth ult., Robert 
Stannard, of the Bay Horse Inn, was charged with selling 
adulterated gin and whisky, the former spirit having been 
diluted with 2590 per cent. of water beyond the legal limit, 
and the latter 11°30 per cent. The defence was that defendant 
had had to mix the spirits in a jar, and owing to an engage- 
ment at Redcar, he had not time to test them. It was his first 
case, and he was comparatively new to the business. Fined 
10s. and costs in each case. Mr. Atkinson, the Sanitary 
Inspector for the Darlington district, prosecuted. 

At Tenterden (Kent) “Petty Sessions, on Monday, Mr. John 
grocer and provision merchant, Golden Square, Ten- 
terden, was summoned under the Food and Drugs Act for 
selling adulterated mustard, and a fine of 1s. and ris. 6d. 
costs was imposed. 

At Darlington County Police-court, on Monday, Mr. Joseph 
Blenkinsopp, grocer and provision dealer, Summerburne, was 
charged with selling adulterated white pepper which, accord- 
ing to the certificate of the county analyst, was adulterated 
with 5 per cent. of mineral matter. The defence was that Mr.. 
Blenkinsopp sold the pepper as he received it from the whole- 
sale dealer’s. He was ordered to pay costs. 
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Mr. William Gordon, ‘grocer, etc., of Piercebridge, was 


charged at the same court with selling tincture of rhubarb 


which, the county analyst declared, contained 14°50 per cent. 
too much water. Mr. Gordon pleaded ignorance of the con- 
dition of the article. He was fined 5s. and costs. 

At Glasgow Sheriff Summary Court, on Tuesday. before Mr. 
Sheriff Substitute Birnie, Messrs. Campbell and Co., grocers, 
236, Main Street. Anderston, was fined 30s. for having on 


per 20 sold to Inspector Roy, of the Sanitary Department, 


alf a pound of coffee which, on analysis by Dr. Clark, was 
found to contain 35 per cent. of chicory. 


No doubt many of the magistrates who tried these cases 
believed they were doing their duty to the public; but the ease 
and profit of adulteration will not be discouraged by such 
farcical penalties. The imposition of the heavier penalties the 
Act permits is what is urgently needed throughout the country 
in all cases of adulteration prosecutions. The heavier penalties 
would cause the grocers, etc., to exercise greater care in pur- 
chasing the articles they vend. Grocers would thus be led to 
demand guarantees of purity from the wholesale manufac- 
turers, against whom they would proceed for any loss sus- 
tained by prosecutions. In the following case, as well as in 
those instanced above, it cannot be seriously considered that 
the miserably insufficient penalty would act as a deterrent :— 


‘At the Pontypridd Police-court, Mr. Edmund Jones, 
grocer, of Aberdare Junction, was summoned by Superinten- 
dent Evan Jones for selling adulterated coffee. It appears 
that the prosecutor asked the defendant for half a pound of 
coffee, but was informed that only tinned coffee was sold in 
that shop.. Defendant then produced and sold a tin of coffee 
with a red label, on which were printed the words ‘ Crown 
Coffee.” After selling the tin the defendant called the atten- 
tion of the superintendent to an almost invisible notice near 
the rim of the tin, which said the contents were ‘a choice com- 
bination of coffee and chicory,’ but which, on being analysed, 
was found to contain only 25 per cent. of coffee and 75 per 
cent. of chicory. Prosecutor, in the course of his evidence, 
said he paid 8d. for the half-pound tin, which was equivalent 
to the price of a half-pound of pure coffee. The Stipendiary 
remarked that he was of opinion, with all due respect to the 
* Crown,’ that the bulk of chicory had been added fraudulently, 
and not for the purpose of improving the character of the 
coffee. The defendant said he bought a large quantity of this 
‘ Crown Coffee’ about two years ago at a sale near Pontypool, 
and paid 63d. per tin for it. He was now, however, fined 1os., 
and ordered to pay the costs, which amounted to £2 1s. 6d.” 
The public requires protection from ‘“‘an almost invisible 
notice near the rim of a tin’’ that a substance sold as coffee 
is ‘‘a choice combination of coffee and chicory,’ and the 
magistrates at Pontypridd, Darlington, Tenterden, and Glas- 
gow cannot be said to give the public the protection. We 
write in no hostility to retail grocers, etc., represented in the 
above and scores of similar cases. On the contrary, we re- 
cognise and well know that no body of shopkeepers work so 
hard and for as little profit as retail grocers do. It is not to 
their interest that prosecutions for adulteration should ‘take 
place, and the quickest and readiest way to prevent such pro- 
secutions would be for magistrates to be more stringent, and 
impose the highest fines the Acts permit. Such a course 
would lead to the exercise of greater caution on the part of 
the retailer, cause him to purchase only from firms manufac- 
turing a pure article, and lead him to obtain a warranty with 
thesame. Adulteration would thus be much more effectually 
combated, and a state of things be brought to prevail that 
would benefit alike the retailers and the manufacturers of honest 
and pure articles of food and drink. We hope to see magis- 
trates generally become more impressed with the importance 
of securing a pure public food supply, and that ridiculous 
fines of a few shillings will be the exception instead of being, 


as they now are, the rule. 
—> SK KES ————— —-* 
LIFTON’S STORES AND SAVELOYS. 





IN commenting in our issue of the 3rd inst. on the case of 
the Home and Colonial Stores and the prosecution for coffee 


- adulteration, we complained of the fact that in so many dis- 


tricts in London no samples whatever were taken for analysis 





from the large purveyors who well nigh monopolise the food 
distribution of the metropolis. The vigilant action of Dr. 
Cooney, Medical Officer of Health for Fulham, is therefore 
one we heartily commend. Lipton's Stores are advertised 
largely, and branches are to be found in almost all large towns 
throughout England. It might be unfair to suggest that the 
lavish expenditure in advertisements explains the fact that 
the following case was not reported in the daily press. We 
extract it from that able people’s newspaper, ZZoya’s, the only 
journal to our knowledge that gave the case publicity :— 


‘Dr. Cooney, Medical Officer of Health'for Fulham, attended 
at the West London Police-court, on Friday, to an adjourned 
summons he had caused to be issued against Mr. T. J. Lipton, 
who had a shop in North End Road, in respect of four 
saveloys which were sold to a little girl named Thomas. The 
saveloys were taken to the court, and, on the evidence of Dr. 
Cooney, the magistrate ordered them to be destroyed. Mr. 
John Haynes appeared to support the summons, and Mr. 
Blanchard Wontner for the defendant. Dr. Cooney said he 
tested the saveloys, which gave off an offensive odour; they 
were old and stale, and absolutely unfit for food. Mr. Wontner 
said some tons of sausages and saveloys were made by the 
firm, there being 200 shops situated all over London and the 
suburbs. With the reputation which Mr. Lipton had, he 
would be the last person who would knowingly or carelessly 
sell any food which was bad. Mr. Hopkins said the saveloys 
produced in court were unlike those which he condemned. As. 
a fact, bad saveloys were sold in one of Mr. Lipton’s shops, 
and he must inflict a penalty of a substantial character, such 
as would give notice to anybody in the defendant’s position 
that if they were found selling things not fit for- food they 
rendered themselves liable to a fine. He imposed a penalty 
of £10, with £3 3s. costs.”’ 


We hope that in parts of London, where the Food and 
Drugs Acts are neglected, the authorities will follow Dr. 
Cooney’s example. Samples of foodstuffs should be taken 
from Whiteley’s, Lipton’s, Civil Service, Spiers and Pond’s, and 
other large purveyors, as well as from the vendor of a half- 
pennyworth of milk in a small street, and we trust to see 
this done. 

OEE 


SOMERSET HOUSE. 





SUPPLEMENTING our complaint of the attitude of Somerset 
House towards adulteration, an eminent analyst writes us :— 


‘‘Owing to the excise authorities, advised as they are by 
Dr. Bell and his colleagues at Somerset House, the present 
state of regulations concerning beer is truly deplorable. For 
fiscal purposes one substance after another has been allowed 
to be put into beer. There is no need to add malt, nor to use 
hops; there is no regulation as to the minimum strength; you 
can add as much salt as you like, and injurious preservatives 
in any amount, to counteract the effects of bad brewing. In 
fact, beer at present, thanks to Somerset House, may be any 
alcoholic decoction which the ingenuity and dishonesty of a 
brewer may suggest, and if a public analyst takes proceed- 
ings against a particularly bad sample, he is met in Court by 
interested brewers’ chemists, who swear that all is as it ought 
to be, and Somerset House appears with all its official weight 
and defends anything and everything. Asa public analyst, I 
frequently am called upon to analyse beer for the authorities 
under which I act, but I have invariably to report that, accord- 
ing to excise regulations, such samples are genuine. My 
authorities, who know in many cases that the samples sent me 
are of vile quality, no doubt think that they have either a fool 
or an incompetent chemist as public analyst. 

‘¢ As to the statement that salt, or chloride of calcium, is neces- 
sary to brew a light beer, that is a downright lie. The lightest 
German beer, pilsener, which is lighter than Bass’s pale ale, 
is brewed without salt. Unless Somerset House can be done 
away with as a court of reference, the Adulteration Acts must 
stop altogether. But that is probably what Somerset House 
Gesiten. 

We commend this most important declaration from an 
authority of higher eminence than even Dr. Attfield to the 
attention of the Glamorganshire magistrates, and to Sir 
Wilfred Lawson and other friends of temperance. Somerset 
House long ago filled the cup of its iniquity to overflowing, 


-and it is the duty of Parliament to next session mend or 
‘end it, 
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IN BAKING POWDER. 


ALUM 


WE are pleased to see that the protest in our issue of 
September 3rd against the decision of the magistrates in 
the trial of August 25th at Ilkeston, and our objection to the 
conclusions of Dr. Wynter Blyth, Dr. Tobin, Dr. Potter, 
Mr. Sutton, and Dr. Thudichum, have not only been endorsed, 
but have been vigorously supported by our contemporary 
the Zancet. It was not to be expected that the Zazce?, to 
whose public spirited labours in the commission of 1854-1856 
we owe the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts, would have taken 
any other course than that so ably expressed in the following 
extract from an article in its issue of September roth. 
Speaking of the trial the Zazcez# says :— 


‘‘ This decision is to be regretted. Practically it sanctions 
the use of alum in a powder which is only used for one pur- 
pose—that is, to give porosity and lightness to bread. Bearing 
this in mind, and not supposing for a moment that baking 
powder is er se a food, it is a moot point whether the powder 
in question could not be regarded as being sold to the pre- 
judice of the purchaser. It consisted of alum and bicarbonate 
of soda. These substances when moistened interact, carbonic 
acid gas escapes, and there remains a residuum of sodium 
sulphate and alumina. Apart from the fact that there is 
formed by this double decomposition a salt of strong purging 
qualities—viz., Glauber’s salt—it is important to consider what 
is likely to be the action of the newly formed alumina. It is 
well known that alumina when precipitated in the presence of 
certain soluble matters will render them insoluble. This is 
especially the case with soluble nitrogenous matters. In the 
chemical treatment of sewage, for example, a large propor- 
tion of the soluble nitrogenous matter is removed by adding 
to the sewage a mixture of sulphate of alumina and an alkali 
(generally lime). Alumina as a gelatinous precipitate is thus 
produced, which then, combining with the organic matter 
in solution as well as that in suspension, subsides as a 
‘sludge’ in the precipitating tanks. The same method is 
adopted for fixing otherwise soluble colours or dyes, the 
alumina compound formed giving rise to the so-called 
‘lakes.’* Further than this, alumina combines with soluble 
phosphates to form insoluble phosphate of aluminium, 
Surely, in the light of these facts, it is seriously to the pre- 
judice of a purchaser if, when he buys a baking powder, he 
receives one which is calculated to reduce very materially by 
reason of the nature of its ingredients the food value of his 
‘staff of life’ by rendering both the nutritious and the bone- 
forming constituents in it insoluble and indigestible. If baking 
powders must be used, alum should not enter into their com- 
position, especially as there are other comparatively inert and 
equally effective agents procurable. When a baker uses alum 
in his bread or flour, proceedings are successfully taken 
against him under the Food and Drugs Act, and it is reason- 
able to expect that the same Act should protect the purchaser 
against alum introduced into his bread in any other form, not 
excepting that of a baking powder.” 


We said, in commenting on the case : — 


‘“‘That to further show the harmful effect of alum, Dr. 
Hehner himself took a quantity similar to that prescribed 
in the instructions as requisite for a four-ounce loaf of bread. 
To three assistants he gave a similar dose, asking each to 
describe, the next day, without any previous comparison of 
symptoms, the effects experienced. Each had symptoms of 
severe indigestion, like those experienced by Dr. Otto Hehner 
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himself. One of the assistants suffered from the ill-effects for 
four days, and the others two days. An after experiment, with 
half a dose, made by Dr. Hehner himself, produced symptoms 
of the same character, Dr. Adams supported the president 
of the Society of Public Analysts in his conclusion—that alum 
was a deleterious adulterant. For the defence, Mr. Sutton 
admitted that alum in bread was injurious, but stated that in 
the baking powder the alum is neutralised by the carbonate of 
soda in it, and that there remained only alumina of a harmless 
character, To Dr. Thudichum’s opinions we attach but little 
importance, but those of Mr. Sutton demand more notice. 
Mr. Sutton ought to be, and doubtless is, well aware that the 
alumina is readily soluble in the gastric juice, which would 
bring it back again to soluble alumina salt, and to say that 
alum in-baking powder is harmless is therefore to trifle with 
common sense. The real reason for the employment of alum 
in baking powders is that alum costs some 16s. per cwt., 
whilst the tartaric acid that ought to be used for the purpose 
costssome £9 Ios. per cwt. 
that this case was not taken to a higher court. The absurd 
decision of the Recorder of Cambridge is not one that would 
be upheld by a higher court, and in the interests of the public 
it was not desirable that the case should rest where it did. 
Indigestion is becoming more prevalent every year, and to our 
thinking it is unquestionable that its increase is, in a great 
measure due to the use of alum in baking powders. Apart 
also from its public health aspect, it appears to us that the 
makers of pure baking powders should exert themselves to 
secure the suppression of the use of alum in baking powder, 
as they must suffer in their business from competition and 
underselling, by makers of the deleterious article.” 
The decision of the Recorder of Cambridge, ‘‘ that. baking 
powder is not an article of food because it is not swallowed as 
such,’’ is so absolutely at variance with law and common 
sense that it is a matter for surprise it should have exerted 
any influence whatever upon the magistrates at Ilkeston. 
Pepper is not swallowed as an article of food, nor is mustard, 
but as condiments, and, as we have before pointed out, 
manufacturers are rightly punished for any adulteration of 
these articles. Why then this astonishing exception in the 
case of baking powder? The makers of the baking powder 
that contained, according to Dr. Otto Hehner’s analysis, 
45°8 per cent. of alum, of which, on the authority of Mr. 
Blofield, no less than thirty tons are sent out from Norwich 
weekly, may be of the belief that the use of alum is not 
injurious to the publichealth. The Zazcez, Dr. Otto Hehner, 
Dr. Adams, and other analysts, accord with our opinion that 
alum in baking powder is injurious, and as it is evident that 
seven-tenths of the baking powder sold throughout the United 
Kingdom is made with alum in place of tartaric acid, it is not 
satisfactory in the interests of public health that the question of 
alum in baking powder should remain in its present condition. 
Those makers who use tartaric acid at a cost of £9 per cwt. 
instead of alum at 16s, per cwt. must be distinctly of opinion that 
alum is injurious, or they would not use the more expensive 
article. The difference in cost between the two would, in the 
case of the thirty tons sent out from Norwich alone, amount to 
a great many hundreds of pounds. It is therefore only fair to 
assume that were the makers of the best class of baking powders 
satisfied that alum was as good for the purpose as tartaric 
acid, and that its use would not be in any way injurious to 
the public health, they would not throw away thousands of 
pounds annually by continuing to use tartaric acid in the 
place of the cheaper alum. We hope, therefore, to see a test 
case taken on this question of alum as an adulterant, and 
should evidence of the same nature as was tendered at 
Ilkeston be again tendered, and the magistrates decline to 
convict, we further hope that the case will be taken to a 
higher court, and the decision of the Recorder of Cambridge 
be dealt with by a competent tribunal. Should that decision 


be upheld, ‘‘that baking powder is not an article of food 


because it is not swallowed as such,”’ it will then be the duty 
of those draughting the amended Food and Drugs Act to, in 
view of the strong opinion of the Zazcez and of the ablest 
public analysts, incorporate a clause declaring the use of alum 
in baking powder to be an adulteration, and prohibiting the 


same. 
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~BUTTERINE, CHOLERA, AND 
FRAUD. 


A QUESTION as to the possibility of the butterine imported into 
the United Kingdom introducing cholera by means of the 
canvas or other covering has just been addressed to Sir 
Charles Cameron. It is one of the greatest importance. 
Innumerable revelations as to the processes employed in 
the manufacture of margarines, butterines, etc., have shown 
them to be too often filthy in the extreme; offal, refuse fats, 
and the scourings of abattoirs all going to make these myste- 
rious compounds. It is a matter of surprise that the autho- 
tities should have given such persistent encouragement to the 
foreign makers of margarines, butter mixtures, etc. Now that 
rigorous measures are necessary to prevent cholera infection, 
it is a necessary precaution that all imported articles should 





_ be carefully examined, and margarine is one that requires 


special attention. The revolting and filthy details of manu- 
facture so often referred to, and the infected routes by which 
margarine reaches this country, show that it would be a very 
likely medium indeed by which cholera could not only pene- 
trate, but be spread through the whole of the United Kingdom. 
The further fact that its consumption is the largest 
amongst the poorest classes, in the most insanitary areas, adds 
another element of danger to the unwatched importation of 
margarine. There are, however, other points of importance 


_inyolved in the margarine question beyond those of the possi- 


bilities of our people becoming infected with cholera through 
unrestricted admission into the United Kingdom of margarines, 
without any examination whatever, and these are the amount 
of fraud caused by allowing such substances to be coloured 
a butter tint, and the damage done to native agriculture 
thereby. 

In Denmark margarine is not permitted to be sold coloured 
to resemble butter, and we cannot see any honest reason why 
such should not be the law in this country. It is a matter of 
common knowledge that much of the margarine imported is 
sold as butter, and that nearly the whole of the butter mixtures 
are so sold. The non-enforcement of the adulteration Acts 
throughout the country assists this fraudulent traffic, and 
there is very little chance of it being checked so long as mar- 
garine and butter mixtures are permitted to be coloured a 
butter tint. They are given that tint with the deliberate intent 
to deceive the public ; and if, as some of their eulogists assert, 
the margarine compounds are more wholesome than genuine 
butter, and are preferred by the public to the genuine article, 
there can be no reason existing for imitating the butter colour 
save that of assisting fraud. We therefore hope that an 
earnest effort will be made next session to secure the passing 
of a Bill making it compulsory that these substances should be 
sold in their natural colour. Further than that we think that 
the strongest representations should be made, and the greatest 
pressure put on the Government to institute a Customs examina- 
tion of imported French, Dutch, Danish, and Belgium butter. 
Tea, until a few years ago, was one of the most adulterated 
articles sold. A Customs examination caused the rapid ex- 
tinction of tea adulteration, the drastic and effective character 
of this simple preventive against frauds in tea being well 
shown in the report of Mr. W. C. Samuel, the tea analyst to 
the Customs. He states :— 


‘(In submitting the annual return of tea analysed by this 
department under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875, 
for the year ended December 31, 1890, I beg to report that 
the total number of samples analysed during the year was 
437—Vviz., 84 green faced tea, 10 green not-faced tea, 
g6 green caper tea, 154 black congo tea, 64 black dust tea, 
and 29 black siftings, Of these, 384 samples were found on 
analysis to be satisfactory, and the importations represented 
by them were delivered on the certificate of the analyst. Of 
the remaining 53 samples, representing 516 packages of 
doubtful and unsound teas, the results of analysis were 
reported to the Board as follows:—1 sample, represent- 
ing 5 packages, was admitted to home consumption ; 
41 samples, representing 301 packages, were restricted to 
exportation owing to the presence of exhausted leaves, 
damage, or other causes within the Act ; 8 samples, represent- 
ing 139 packages, were refused admission as unfit for human 
food ; 3 samples, representing 71 packages, were on analysis 
found to be teas that had previously been imported and 
ordered to be exported. They were this year re-imported and 
re-labelled as new season’s teas. This fact, with the analysis, 
was reported to the Board, and the whole of the parcel of 71 
packages was ordered to be seized under the Merchanéfse 
Marks Act.”’ 


We commend these suggestions to our agriculturists, to 
those members of Parliament who are interested in the purity 


~ of the public food supply, and to the butter merchants. 














The Grocers’ Federation is, of course, strenuously opposed to 
any proposals that would deter grocers from selling margarine 
as butter. The secretary to the Federation forwarded a circular 
on May 28th in reference to Mr, Flavin’s Margarine Act Amend- 
ment Bill, asking the Manchester Association to act promptly 
in opposing the Bill. Mr. Jump, a leading Manchester 
grocer, at a recent meeting, said the Bill contained some 
monstrous and absurd proposals, such as giving the magis- 
trates power to send a man to prison for six months without 
the option of a fine for selling margarine as butter. He 
(Mr. Jump) saw Mr. Bratt, and they did act promptly. 
Letters were sent to all the local members of Parliament. 
asking them to oppose the second reading of the Bill, and all 
the members sent favourable replies. 

The astounding thing is, if Mr. Jump’s assertion be true, 
the fact that the local members of Parliament should send 
favourable replies to any requests to make easy of continu- 
ance the present system of fraud, general throughout the 
United Kingdom, of selling margarine as butter. In another 
column we notice some of the inadequate fines now inflicted 
for adulteration. All concerned in suppressing adulteration 
recognise that such fines are no deterrent; and it is incon- 
testable that they do not retard the sale of margarine as 
butter. Other forms of fraud are punished by imprisonment. 
Why should the fraud of selling margarine as butter be treated 
differently? It cannot be seriously contended that the grocer 
who sells margarine as butter is not aware of the fraud he is 
committing. To make the fraud more heartless its victims 
are mostly the poor, who by reason of the small amount of 
ready money they possess are compelled to make their pur- 
chases in driblets, and thus pay some 25 per cent. more for 
their food stuffs than the wealthier classes, who buy in larger 
quantities. It is amongst the poor also that the mean thief 
who waters the milk and sells coffee consisting of go per 
cent. of chicory mostly flourishes. We therefore find it 
hard to believe that the members of Parliament for Manchester 
and district have expressed their willingness to oppose a Bill 
that would not only do much to put a stop to such mean fraud, 
but would encourage English and Irish agriculture, relieve 
ourtowns of many unemployed, starving, heartbroken labourers, 
and in every way add to the prosperity of the working classes. 
Any member of Parliament who, for the purpose of catching a 
few votes, would thus connive at the robbery of the poor, not 
only disgraces the House of Commons, but is unworthy to 
represent any constituency in Parliament. 


——_ SOS 


FRUIT FROM CHOLERA-INFECTED 
DISTRICTS USED FOR CHEAP JAM. 





SOME days ago there arrived at Harwich a vessel laden with 
fruit, the bulk of which was consigned to Covent Garden 
Market. The fruit had been gathered in districts ravaged by 
cholera, and came from an infected port-Hamburg. On 
learning this the Medical Officer of Health at Harwich tele- 
graphed to the Local Government Board, who in its turn at 
once informed the Strand authorities, of the consignment being 
on its way to Covent Garden Market. The Strand officials 
made inquiries, and at length found the fruit at Bishopsgate 
Station, loaded up on vans, and about to be taken to the 
factory of a large firm of jam manufacturers in East London, 
to be converted into cheap jam. The Public Health Act, 
in the opinion of the authorities, did not authorise a seizure, 
as the fruit was not unsound. It might be dangerous 
to public health by reason of its coming from a cholera- 
stricken port, but neither the Public Health Act nor the 
Cholera Order, it was considered, warranted confiscation. The 
fruit was therefore taken away to the jam factory, where it 
would pass through scores of hands before going into the 
preserving-pans. Twenty-six hampers of plums, apppar- 
ently from the same ‘cargo, were consigned to Exeter 
to a Mr. J. Stokes, who promptly reported their recep- 
tion to the Exeter surveyor, Mr. Churchward, who had the 
plums destroyed and the hampers burnt. In this case the 
description applied to the fruit was that it was unwholesome, 
and under this description the destruction of the fruit was 
ordered. It had reference to the fact that the plums were 
found to be not ripe. It seems to us a great pity that some 
such plea of unwholesomeness was not raised at Bishopsgate. 
As Dr. Ernest; Hart recently said, we can eat cholera and 
drink cholera. One infected bit of fruit eaten by any of the 
numerous persons through whose hands the fruit would pass 
would be likely to give rise to cholera with results which, 
when we consider the habits of the workers in East-end jam 
factories, and the character of the overcrowded insanitary 
hovels in which they dwell, might lead to an outbreak that 
would ravage entire districts already notorious for their in- 
sanitary conditions, 
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ITEMS OF INTEREST. 





Dr. THEODORE THOMSON, of the Local Government 
Board, has been examining into the causes of the alarming 
outbreaks of enteric fever in Rotherham and Rawmarsh. He 
finds that in Rawmartsh, although slaughterhouses are re- 
gistered they are but imperfectly controlled, and there are 
no bye-laws for them. - In the hospital for infectious diseases, 
which consists of two buildings—one of brick and one of wood 
—there exists no disinfecting apparatus. His report indicates 
that the Rotherham high-level water supply has been the 
cause of the outbreaks of enteric fever. The condition of 
the gathering grounds of the Rotherham high and low level 
services are declared to be exceptionally unsatisfactory. Both 
gathering grounds contain a great deal of cultivated land, 
which is manured not only with farmyard but also with midden 
refuse. And sewage from villages, as well as from detached 
houses, finds its way into the water supply, more especially on 
the Ulley (high level) gathering grounds. Further, one cannot 
but regard with the utmost distrust a supplemental source of 
supply such as the Wellgate spring, which issues in the centre 
of a town of over 40,000 inhabitants. 





Mr. A. H. ALLEN, vice-president of the Society of Public 
Analysts, repeatedly analysed the water in question, his 
analyses showing the water drawn from taps in Rotherham to 
contain excess of chlorides and nitrates, and too large a pro- 
portion of free albumenoid ammonia, with high figures also 
under the head of oxygen required; and he also has reported 
to similar effect on water samples taken from brooks in the 
gathering grounds, and from the Aldwarke and Pinch. Mill 
springs. As regards the Wellgate spring, his analyses were of 
a still more compromising nature. 





DR. THEODORE THOMSON’S report, based on examina- 
tions. of the gathering grounds, therefore corroborates Mr. 
Allen’s condemnation of the water. It is to be hoped that the 
Rawmarsh and Rotherham authorities will take Dr. Thomson’s 
report to heart. No bye-laws or control over the slaughter- 
houses, and no disinfecting apparatus for a hospital for in- 
fectious diseases mean only one thing—and that is neglect by 
the local authorities of the duties the communities have en- 
trusted tothem. The neglect has no criminal intent, but all 
the same it causes the sacrifice of many valuable lives, and if 
the present local authorities are not alive to a sense of their 
duty in protecting the public from being killed by bad sanita- 
tion, the sooner Rawmarsh and similar places dismiss the 
present members of the local board and elect more energetic 
members the better for public health. 

In our last issue we wrote of the wretched hovels in the 
Strand district. From further inquiries we find that their 
existence entails work of the most arduous nature upon the 
sanitary department of the Strand Board of Works, some of 
the areas in which the filthiest Drury Laners congregate re- 
quiring scavengering of so persistent a character as to go to 
the extent of washing the w.c. seats, etc., at least once, and, at 
times, twice daily, otherwise the dirty habits of the residents 
in the rookeries to which we referred would cover seats, walls, 
and floors with excreta. With such habits amongst the people, 
and property that ought years ago to have been swept away, 
the lot of the Strand Sanitary Department cannot be said to be 
a happy one: The cleaning of the Duke of Bedford’s nuisance 
has also recently been undertaken by the Strand Board of 
Works, and the authorities have exerted themselves to the 
utmost, but the work can only be proceeded with when the 
heavy business of the market is over. It is well and thoroughly 
performed, even going to the extent of warnings being issued 
to salesmen against throwing away rotten fruit, for which a 
special van is provided—thus removing one danger to which we 
referred in our last issue. In some other matters we blamed 
the Strand for the sins of the neighbouring St. Martin’s vestry, 
where the last Local Government Board’s report shows that 
only seven samples were analysed during a whole year under 
the Food and Drugs Acts—for a population of over 17,000. 
Not one sample of butter, coffee, sugar, mustard, jam, con- 
fectionery, wine, beer, etc., was taken for analysis by the St. 
Martin’s officials. 








A CORRESPONDENT writes :—‘‘In your last issue you drew 
the attention of the authorities to the obstruction and nuisance 
created by the Gattis, at the Adelphi Theatre and by the 
Tivoli. Crowds throng the pathway, compelling passers-by to 
leave the pavement for the road, at the risk of life or limbs in 
doing so from swiftly running horses and vehicles. In the 
case of the Tivoli the remedy for the nuisance is a simple one— 
to make an entrance in the side street, or open the doors 
earlier, This latter remedy similarly applies to the “Gatti’s 











~ 


Theatre, where such of the public as throng early to the 


theatre doors could be admitted as they arrive, instead of | 


being kept waiting, often in bitterly inclement weather, outside 

‘the theatre. The nuisance is utterly indefensible, and unless 
the. proprietors or the authorities concerned take steps to 
remedy it, it is one that should be brought before the higher 
authorities at licensing-time. Why does not Bow Street take 
steps to summons the proprietors for causing an obstruction 
on a public thoroughfare ? I am sure the police on duty out- 
side the Gatti’s theatre are heartily sick of the work, and of 
the complaints of passers-by.” 





THE Nantwich Board of Guardians has received the sanction 
of the Local Government Board to the proposal to increase the 
following salaries :—Dr. Bird, Bunbury, from £40 to £46; 
Crewe, Northampton district, from £60 to £80; Haslington, 
from £25 to £30. 


WE are glad to see that some of the provincial journals 
are taking to commenting upon the extraordinary fines 
inflicted by magistrates in adulteration cases. The Drog- 
heda Conservative says, in regard to a recent prosecution :— 
Magistrates, like ordinary individuals, sometimes make 
mistakes, but it is questionable if ever a greater judicial one 
occurred than at the Petty Sessions in Drogheda last Monday. 
A woman was brought up for endeavouring to increase her 
income by the addition of some water to milk. The offence 
was a serious one, and the bench rightly fined her severely. 
A £2 penalty will perhaps prevent her again erring in this 
direction, and certainly it cannot be said but in this particular 
instance the magistrates did their duty. In another case, 
however, they undoubtedly erred on the side of mercy. A man 
was charged with exposing for sale herrings which were in a 
state unfit for human food. If the opinions of medical men go 
for anything, nothing is more calculated to bring on cholera 
than unsound meat, and fish in particular; and so serious did 
the magistrates consider the offence that they imposed the 
very ‘‘ exorbitant ’’ penalty often shillings, which will probably 
encourage other fish vendors to go and do likewise. It will 
thus be seen that in the opinion of the Drogheda magistrates 
itis a threefold greater offence to add a little pure water to 
new milk than to sell fish that are almost in a rotten state. 
This is magisterial wisdom and logic, and yet we poor humble 
individuals differ from it. 


DURING the past twelve months the sanitary inspector of 
‘the Holborn district has seized and destroyed, under magis- 
terial order, as unfit for human food, 85 carcases of beef, 172 
quarters of beef, 1,199 stone of pieces of beef, 21 cases of 
spiced beef, 236 pounds of salt beef, 35 bullocks’ livers, 22 
heads, 6 tongues, 72 hearts, 33 calves, 3 heads, 236 stone of 
veal, 3 sets of calves feet, 173 sheep, 673 heads, 833 plucks, 
70 stone of mutton, 15 lambs, 2 quarters of lamb, 37 pigs, 
72 heads, 780 stone of pieces of pork, 60 barrels of pigs’ plucks 
(Irish), 2 barrels of pigs’ kidneys, 3 goats, 150 rabbits, 6 
cases of eggs, one box of tomatoes, half a barrel of skate, 
12 boxes of smelts, and 3 boxes of Dutch plaice. The St. 
Sepulchre portion of the Holborn district adjoins Smithfield 
and the dead meat market. 








LAST WEEK we called attention to the dangerous insanitary 
areas in Southwark. We are pleased, therefore, to see that 
the owner of a block of so-called model dwellings, known as 
Trinity-buildings, Borough High-street, was summoned by 
Mr. J. A. Anscombe, one of the inspectors for the parish of 
St. George-the-Martyr, Southwark, for allowing the same to 
be in a filthy condition. Dr. Waldo, medical officer to the 
vestry, corroborated the evidence of the inspector, and stated 
that the present condition of the dwellings was highly 
dangerous to public health. Mr. Fenwick made an order to 
abate the nuisance forthwith, and allowed the vestry full costs 
to be levied, and made a charge on the property. When will 
similar measures be taken against owners of filthy property in 
the St. Martin’s district ? 





THE Commissioners in Lunacy report that diseases sugges- 
tive of defective sanitation continue to occur in several asylums. 
When visiting the Denbigh asylum they found that cases of 
dysenteric diarrhoea, presumably attributable to defective 
drainage, had occurred, and similar conditions were discovered 
as prevailing in the Essex asylum. In the Hants, Hereford, 
and Lancaster asylums typhoid fever was prevalent and 
diarrhoea was present, and had in some instances proved fatal 
in the county asylums of Leicester and J.incoln. The presence 
of dysenteric diarrhoea or typhoid in the asylums in Norfolk 
and Hull and in the county institutions of Northampton and 
Salop impelled the Commissioners to insist upon a thorough, 
re-arrangement of the drainage under competent advice being, 

‘ at once effected, as the most certain and economical remedy, 
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FOOD PROSECUTIONS. 





MEAT. 


Thomas Quick, of 63, Angel Lane, Stratford, was summoned 
on September 7thy before Mr. Baggallay, by Dr. Charles 
Sanders, the medical officer of health for West Ham, for 
exposing for sale 12 pieces of beef and 89 pieces of mutton 
which were unsound and unfit for human food. After hearine 
the evidence, Mr. Baggallay, in disposing of the case, said 
he had come to the conclusion that the meat was unsound— 
it was absolutely rotten; and after considering the evidence 
for the defence, he came to the conclusion that the meat was 
deposited and intended for sale. ‘The state.of the stuff was 
found out on Friday afternoon, but it was still there on the 
busy Saturday morning. He thought there was ample time 
between the Friday and the Saturday for it to have been got 
rid of. He imposed a fine of £10 and £3 4s. costs. William 
Challen, a butcher, of 23, Angel Lane, was next summoned 
for exposing for sale 44 pieces of beef and one piece of mutton 
which were unsound and unfit for human food. Mr. Baggallay 
convicted the defendant, and observed that it was only by the 
imposition of fines, and sometimes of imprisonment, that a 
stop could be put to the sale of unsound food. The defendant 
would be fined 410 and costs. 


At Southmolton Police-court on the 5th, H. S. Westcott, 
butcher, of Northmolton, was summoned by William Charles 
Shiers, Inspector of Nuisances, for exhibiting a quantity of 
New Zealand beef for sale in the market which was unfit for 
food on the 20th August last. William Shiers deposed that he 
visited the defendant’s stall in the market on the day in 
question and saw a quantity of mutton and beef on his stall 
and some beef on the ground. Some of the meat looked and 
smelt very bad, and he fetched Mr. Hind, the Medical Officer 
of Health, who, with the Mayor, afterwards inspected and con- 
demned a great quantity of the meat, weighing 336 pounds, 
This was afterwards destroyed. Albert Hind corroborated. 
The defendant stated that the meat should have arrived much 
earlier than it did, but had been delayed by the railway com- 
pany. On unpacking it and finding the meat was not good, 
he had taken back some portion to the railway station, but had 
not time to remove the whole. The Bench considered the case 
proved, and fined him £5 and costs. 


CORNED BEEF. 


At Dublin, on the 8th inst., in the Southern Division of the 
Police Court, Thomas Lawless, 16, Brunswick Street, was 
charged by Mr. M’Sheehy, Corporation sanitary officer, with 
having sold a quantity of corned beef which was unfit to be 
used as food. Miss Annie Daniels 2, Albert Place, deposed 
that she purchased 6 lbs. of corned beef, for which she 
paid 2s. 6d. When she cooked it on the following day she 
discovered that the meat was bad. Sir Charles Cameron 
deposed that Miss Daniels brought the meat to him. It had 
a bad smell, and was unfit for human food. When corned 
meat got bad it was much more dangerous to use than tainted 
fresh meat. The meat could not have been good when pur- 
chased. Mr. M’Sheehy: That is a constant practice to get 
rid of bad meat. To Mr. Swifte: The use of such meat would 
be likely to promote cholera. It would be likely to promote 
diarrhoea and nausea, which would lead to cholera. . In fact, 
there was a species of cholera induced by the consumption of 
tainted meat. \hen cholerawas epidemic in Europe it was 
especially dangerous to use such food. Mr. Swifte imposed a 
fine of £5. 


Thomas Lalor, of 16, Great Brunswick Street, Dublin. was 
summoned on the 8th inst., at the instance of the Public Health 
Committee, for selling diseased corned beef. Mr. MacSheehy, 
solicitor to the corporation, prosecuted, and Mr. Gerald Byrne 
appeared forthe defence. Sir Charles Cameron, who examined 
the meat, said it was probable it was bad when it was corned. 
For the defence witnesses were examined to show that the 
meat was corned a week before it was sold. Defendant was 
fined £5. 

FISH. 

On the 6th inst. Mr. John Drake, Sanitary Inspector to the 
Local Board of Teignmouth, seized five dozen hake, a pad of 
lemon soles and seven large cod, which had been brought for 
disposal in the fish market by a person from Brixham. In 
addition to this lot he found a hake at a fish seller’s which she 
had purchased of a salesman. ‘This fish was seized, and the 
Inspector went in search of the salesman, but he had left the 
town. The whole of the fish were examined by the Medical 
Officer of Health (Dr. Piggott) who pronounced it quite unfit 
for human food. A magistrates order was obtained, and the 
fish was buried under disinfectants. The question coming 
before the Local Beard, that body agreed to take steps in the 
matter. . 


POULTRY. 


Julia Mooney, poulterer, 173, Brunswick Street, was pro- 
secuted at the Dublin Court for having sold a chicken which 
was unfit for human food. Mrs. Margaret Walsh deposed she 
brought home the fowl, and on Sunday morning found it ina 
stinking state. She washed and boiled it then, and on the 
following morning brought it to the Public Health Office. Mr. 
Walsh, who defended, raised the point that Mrs. Mooney, the 
defendant, was not the person who carried on the business. 
His Worship overruled the point. Sir Charles Cameron de- 
posed he saw the chicken on the Monday. It was of a dark 
colour, and gave off an offensive odour. It was unfit for 
human food. Mr. O’ Donel said the Act required that it should 
be proved the food was in an unsound condition at the time 
when the sale was effected. Sir CharlesCameron said he had 
no hesitation in saying that it could not have been sound. 


' His Worship imposed a fine of £1. 


FRUIT. 


On the sth inst. a consignment of plums of the value of 
#100 was seized and destroyed by the City authorities at 
Exeter. For some years Mr, James Stokes, fruiterer, St. 
Thomas, has imported into Exeter large quantities of plums 
and gages from Hamburg, and he made his purchases this 
summer as usual. There were other cpnsignees besides Mr. 
Stokes in various parts of the country, and the fruit was landed 
a few days ago from the ss, Osprey at Harwich. The Local 
Government Board intervened, but being too late to stop the 
transportation of the fruit to its various destinations they sent 
word to the authorities concerned. The notification to the 
Eseter City Council arrived on Saturday night. On Monday 
morning the Mayor, the Town Clerk, the Medical Officer of 
Health, and the Sanitary Inspector visited Queen Street Rail- 
way Station, where the consignment of plums to Mr. Stokes 
had arrived and were detained. ‘The fruit was discovered to 
be in an unripe state, was condemned as unfit for food, and 
was immediately destroyed, together with the packing-cases 
in which they were sent. Mr. Stokes gave the authorities 
every assistance in the matter. With regard to the unripe 
state of the fruit, he says that it was not intended to sell the 
plums at once, and that in a short time they would have 
ripened. It is a custom of the trade to have plums consigned 
in that state, and indeed it is the only possible way in which 
they can be sent without being damaged. A large quantity of 
greengages is on its way to Mr. Stokes from the same grower 
who exported the plums, but after the decision of the authori- 
ties he has countermanded the order. It is expected that 
after this destruction of plums the trade in that special fruit 
will suffer a great decline in the city. The prompt action of 
the authorities in the seizure and destruction of the plums will 
be generally commended. 

At the West Ham Police-court on the 14th, Thomas 
Cockerell, a dealer, of 24, Libra Road, Plaistow, was sum- 
moned by Dr. Sanders, the medical officer of West Ham, for 
exposing for sale 8 lb. of plums and 4 lb. of tomatoes which 
were unsound and unfit for food. It appeared that one of the 
sanitary officers saw a number of sieves of plums and some 
tomatoes on the defendant’s barrow. Exposed on the board were 
about 12 lb. of plums; and from among these bad ones weigh- 
ing in all 8 lb. were seized. Three or four unopened sieves 
were on the barrow, and these were of a better quality. These 
and some tomatoes ‘were seized and condemned by Dr. 
Sanders, who said they were unsound. Defendant said that 
to a certain extent he was guilty, but he was not aware the 
fruit was unfit for food. He bought it at Stratford Market, and 
gave a good price for it. It wasa wet day, and he suggested 
that that had an effect on the fruit at the bottom of the sieves. 
When buying they could not get to the bottom of the sieves ; 
they only saw the sample from the top. Dr. Sanders said 
he did not desire to press the case, but he would state that 
the inspector gave the coster an opportunity to destroy the 
fruit, but he declined, and it was then seized. Mr, Baggallay 
said it was important bad fruit should not be sold, and im- 
posed a fine of gos. and costs, or 14 days. 


5 OES 


Ir is not to be wondered at that the report of the Commis- 
sioners of Customs should show a decrease in the revenue from 
wine of £27,000, and that there should be a considerable in- 
crease in the consumption of brandy. The quality of the wine 
imported has for years been going from bad to worse, and that 
cause, as well as the vast amount of spurious wine now being 
sold, fully explains the lessened consumption. It is a matter 
for regret that there should be an increase in the consumption 
of strong spirits, but the fault is the wine merchants’ own. 
Let them take rigorous steps to purge the trade of the makers 
of spurious ports, champagnes, etc., and they will soon see a 
difference in the public attitude towards wine. 


10 


PATENT MEDICINES. 





THAT there should exist fools who buy patent medicines is 
a thing to be deplored, but that poisons should be freely sold 
and the sale be permitted to be in the hands of general 
dealers, grocers, etc., is a grave public danger. The move- 
ment of the Pharmaceutical Society to prevent the unrestricted 
sale of poisons under the name of patent medicines has, it 
seems, evoked the opposition of the grocers as a body. 

At the meeting of the Manchester and Salford Grocers’ 
Association, the Secretary, referring to a letter from Mr. 
Green, read as follows :— 


“Dear Sir,—The recent movement of the Pharmaceutical Society 
regarding the sale of patent medicines is harassing the grocers and 
giving them great anxiety, and I wish to ask you if you think this 
movement sufficiently important to occupy the attention of the grocers’ 
associations throughout the country, The patent medicince trade is 
extensively carried on by grocers with just as much safety to the 
public as if the chemists had the trade to themselves, and I venture to 
think that the opposition of grocers’ associations, together with the 
Owners of Patent Medicines Association, and also the Grocers’ 
Defence Fund now being raised in Liverpool, would make the 
Pharmaceutical Society hesitate, and bring about a reasonable state of 
things. The defence fund just started in Liverpool has met with 
success, and is being supported by Messrs. Burgon, Seymour Mead, 
myself, and a number of others. I know several firms in Manchester 
that have almost made up their minds to relinquish this part of their 
business simply because they feel unsafe under existing circumstances, 
and I feel sure a movement such as I have suggested would be the 
means of settling matters in a satisfactory way.”’ 


To our thinking there is only one satisfactory way to deal 
with the patent medicine trade, and that is to compel the 
nostrum vendors, as in Italy, to declare on their labels the 
composition of the so-called remedies. Who, for example, 
would believe the impudent assertion that Beecham’s pills 
are ‘‘ worth a guinea a box,”’ if the proprietor were compelled 
to disclose the contents on the labels, which would. show they 
were worth only a few pence fora pound? Who would pay 
any attention to the artfully worded ‘‘ she will never tell the 
secret,’” humbug of Mother Siegel’s syrup were the pro- 
prietors of that nostrum compelled to announce on their 
wrappers that the stuff consisted of treacle, borax, aloes, 
capsicum, and liquorice, costing and worth but a few pence. 
In one issue of what purports to be a fearless champion of 
the working classes, a widely read radical newspaper, we 
counted twenty-five advertisements of patent preparations, 
some of them containing poison, but none of which are labelled 
as poisonous, and every one of them a mean swindle upon the 
credulous poor, who will be induced by the lying advertise- 
ments to expend their hard-earned ts. 14d. or 2s. 3d. on the 
rubbish. The impertinent circular of the secretary of an 
association of owners of proprietary preparations stating— 


‘‘r, That in the opinion of the Association the late prosecu- 
tion of Reg. v. Davenport settled nothing beyond the fact that 
a preparation of morphine and chloroform comes within the 
clauses of the Pharmacy Act, 1868. 2. That the Association 
entirely disputes the assumption that because a patent 
medicine contains a minute quantity of poison, it is thereby a 
poison within the meaning of the Act, and is prepared to 
carry each suitable case, as it arises, to the highest court. 
3- That until a proprietor labels his medicine ‘ Poison’ it is 
unjustifiable to assume that it requires a ‘ Poison’ label, and 
such medicines may, in the opinion of the Association, be sold 
without any reference to the Pharmacy Act ”’ 


—may arouse some of the more belligerent of the grocers’ 
federations and some chemists to action to defend their too 
long permitted right to dispose of patent medicine trash to the 
public, but we trust to see the public prosecutor do his duty, 
and that the law against the sale of such dangerous prepara- 
tions will be vigorously carried out. 

As to the harmless ones of the Holloway, Beecham, Siegel, 
Sequah, etc., stamp, pending legislation to- prevent the sale 
of worthless preparations being officially recognised by the 
patent stamp, which stamp in the minds of the ignorant gives 
the patent medicines a valuable Government authorisation as 
being wondrous remedies, it is at least the duty of the public 
press to exclude the advertisements of the rubbish from its 
columns. Without advertisement the nostrums would cease 
to sell, and it is only right to ask that the journals that preach 
honesty and morality in their leader columns should cease to 
encourage imposture and worse in their advertisement columns. 
The wrong done by advertising the substances cannot be gain- 
said. Many persons have been poisoned by indulgence in the 
belauded trash, and the danger attending the use of patent 
nostrums needs no further proof than that afforded by Dr. 
Paul's analysis, where, out of thirteen patent medicines analysed, 
he discovered that nine contained morphine—a poison—in 
quantities varying from °8 to 3°11 grains per fluid ounce, and 
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two also contained prussic acid. Two samples contained 
strychnine, and one contained aconitine. Only ove out of the 
thirteen was labelled ‘‘Zozson,’’ and these so-called medicines 
are on sale by all kinds of people—grocers, general dealers, 
quacks, etc. 

The claim set up by the Manchester and Salford Grocers’ 
Association for unrestricted sale of such preparations is, there- 
fore, as dangerous as it is indefensible. 
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SANITARY PROSECUTIONS. 


WE called attention last week to the state of property in 
Betterton Street and other filth areas in London. We are 
glad to report the following energetic action against the 
owners, and hope the example will be followed by the St. 
Martin’s, Southwark, and other sanitary authorities. 


Charles James Smith, of 23, King Street, Regent Street, 
owner of lodging-houses at 2, 12, 13, and 15, Great White 
Lion Street, appeared before Mr. Vaughan, at Bow Street, on 
the 14th, to summonses taken out by Mr. H. C. Jones, clerk to 
the St. Giles’s District Board of Works, for offending against 
certain regulations made by the Board as to lodging-houses. 
Evidence was given by Mr. Robinson, sanitary inspector to 
the Boawd, as to the condition of the premises. At No. 2 he 
found, on July 15, rubbish on the top of the cistern, dirty ceil- 
ings and yard, and an accumulation of rubbish which was still 
there. Nothing had since been done in the way of whitewash- 
ing. At No. 12 the yard and basement were dirty. At No. 
13 there was an accumulation of rubbish in the yard, area, and 
basement, and the ceiling, yard, and w.c. were dirty. The 
tubbish in the basement, including vegetable refuse to the 
amount of two or three buckets, was still there. In No. 15 
there had been filth and rubbish in the back area, and the 
ceilings were dirty. In this last case most of the work had been 
done. but nothing had been donetill afterthe issue of summonses. 
Dr. S. R. Lovett, medical officer to the St. Giles’s District, 
confirmed this evidence, and said that the abatement of the 
nuisances was necessary for the preservation of health, espe- 
cially at the present time, and there ought to be no delay. 
The Local Government Board, the College of Physicians, and 
other sanitary authorities, had insisted on the necessity for the 
removal of rubbish. The condition of the houses was danger- 
ous to health, and each needed thorough repair from roof to 
basement. Defendant said that he had been away on a 
holiday. He was quite willing to do the work, and felt hurt at 
being summoned. Mr. Vaughan observed that he had not 
shown any willingness before. He would adjourn the sum- 
monses for a week, on the payment of costs, on the understand- 
ing that the work should be done within that time, and would 
then decide whether it would be necessary for him to inflict a 
penalty as regarded the house No. 2. 


Henry Edwards, of 535, Fulham Road, was summoned as 
the owner of 16, Betterton Street, under the same regulation. 
In this case the evidence was to the effect that the house was 
in a very bad condition, the medical officer stating that the 
stench was such as might cause illness at any moment. There 
were thirty people in the house. Mr. Vaughan inflicted a 

enalty of 40s. and 6s. costs, and ordered the work to be done 
in three days. 


Richard Sylverton was summoned in respect to 23, Betterton 
Street, where it was alleged that the ceilings, yard, and base- 
ment were dirty. Defendant stated that the work required 
was being done, and the summons was adjourned for a week, 


Frederick Kingswell, of 15, Theobald’s Road, was summoned 
under the Public Health Act in respect to a nuisance at 12, 
Little Earl Street. Evidence showed a filthy condition of a 
w.c., an accumulation of rubbish, and a cistern on the ground 
floor without a cover. Mr. Lovett, in reply to Mr. Vaughan, 
stated that there was a risk of the water in the cistern being 
impregnated by atmospheric dust. The defendant complained 
that, despite his efforts to keep the premises clean, people 
‘* off the Dials’’ got into them and committed nuisances. A 
short time back they stripped the roof of lead, which it cost 
him £15 to replace. Mr. Vaughan ordered him to abate the 
nuisance in a week, and to pay 6s. costs. 

George Sanson, owner of a lodging-house at 43, Neal Street, 
was summoned in respect to a defective closet, etc. This 
summons was also adjourned for a week. 
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THE POISONING BY FOUL GASES. 





A : 

WE referred a fortnight ago to the extraordinary manner in 
which thecoronor at Greenwich conducted the inquest ontheman 
Westbrook, who was poisoned by the noxious gases from the South 
Metropolitan Gas Company’s works, and we commented on 
the circumstance that the managers of the gas company and 
those responsible for furnishing the safeguarding appliances 
requisite for work of the nature of that in which the man 
Westbrook was engaged, were not, as far as we can learn, 
called before the coroner. The verdict, ‘‘death by mis- 


adventure, ’’ appeared, therefore, to have been arrived at with- 
out adequate investigation, and we invited the coroner and 
the gas company to explain this seeming indifference to the 
_ protection of the lives of the poor. Neither the coroner nor 
the gas company’s officials have offered any explanation, but 
the manager of the gas company, Mr. George Livesey, has 
through our contemporary, the Dazly Chronicle, made the 
announcement that he has provided for the widow of Westbrook. 
Mr. Livesey’s letter is full of the canting pretence of sympathy 
with workmen which Mr. Livesey, like the author of ‘ Tri- 
umphant Democracy,’’ perhaps finds it well to have on his 
lips, and evidently carefully keeps out of his heart, but he is 
~silent as to any explanation of the disregard shown to the 
_ provisions of the Noxious Gases Act of 1881. Instead of 
stating why the Noxious Gases Act was not complied with, he 
treats the public to an eulogy of the heroism of the poisoned 
man. As to the coroner, he has remained silent, possibly 
hoping that the incident might close wiih Mr, Livesey’s an- 
nouncement of a provision of an unstated amount having been 
made for Westbrook’s widow. Wecannot, however, admit the 
right of even a gas company to evade the responsibilities 
-clearly defined in the Noxious Gases Act of 1881, and the 
action of the coroner ir the matter is one that for reasons of 
public safety must be ‘satisfactorily explained, or should be 
dealt with by those to whom even coroners are amenable. 
‘The question is of too grave a nature to allow it to be shirked 
_as Mr, Livesey has striventoddé. Acoroner’s duty is a sacred 
public trust, to be discharged fearlessly and faithfully. Happily 
.civilisation has outlived the barbarous practice of squaring 
murder by the payment of a sum of money to the slain one’s 
kinsfolk. Eulogy is of little use to a man when his wife is a 
widow—it is mere cheap claptrap; nor will money bring back 
_a life that has been sacrificed; and what the public want to 
know is, Who was responsible for the sacrifice of Westbrook’s 
life? That was the duty of the jury at the coroner’s inquest to 
discover. 

In sharp and gratifying contrast to the action of the Green- 
wich coroner comes the announcement of the Oldham coroner, 
that he will, with all might and main, make a crusade against 
insanitary dwellings. This fearless public servant’s reason is 
that the sanitary authorities took no heed of the strongest and 
“most persistent protests made against their apathy and wrong 
doing. In all cases of inquests held on deaths occurring in 
insanitary property, the Oldham coroner will summon the 
owner and compel him to give evidence. The threat has been 
no idle one, for the coroner has already summoned a local 
‘magistrate. This honest, public-spirited action of the Oldham 
coroner is one to be heartily commended to all his confréres. 
Were they of his mind throughout the country there would be 
fewer ‘‘ burked ’’ inquests. 
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WATER COMPANIES CONVICTED. 





AT the South-Western Police-court, on the 14th, Mr. 
Hopkins had before him a summons against the Southwark 
and Vauxhall Water Company, for unlawfully neglecting and 
refusing to furnish to Miss Charlotte Armiger, confectioner, of 
24, High Street, Wandsworth, a supply of water, she being 
entitled to such supply, the rates for the same having been 
duly paid or tendered. Mr. Crawshaw appeared for the com- 
plainant, and Mr. Lynch defended. The complainant stated 
that she had occupied the premises in question for two years, 
and had nothing to complain of in the matter of supply until 
August 23, when she suddenly found herself without water, a 
serious thing in her business and at this time of the year. 
The defence was that the complainant’s neighbour, from 
whose pipe she had unknown to the company got her supply, 
requested them to cut off his water in order that a constant 
supply apparatus might be provided, the consequence being 
that Miss Armiger found herself without water. Mr. Hopkins: 
But you don’t mean to say you took money for a supply 
without knowing how she got the water? Mr. Lynch said 
that was so. The company also urged that even.if the magis- 
trate was against them on that point, the summons must fail, 
as the rate had not been paid or tendered in advance. Mr. 
Hopkins, in giving his decision, said although water com- 
panies had power to claim their rates in advance most of them 
never exercised that right, except where they expected to have 
trouble in getting their money. This was a regular water 
company defence, for which there was no sort of justification. 
He imposed a penalty of £10, and £1 a day for the eight days 
during which complainant was without water after giving the 
company notice. 

The East London Water Company was summoned by the 
Vestry Clerk of Shoreditch parish for neglecting to comply 
with the requirements of the Public Health (London) Act of 
last year, by not giving a notice in writing that a certain house 
within their limit of supply had ceased to be supplied with 
water by the said company. Mr. George Kebbell, solicitor, 
of Gracechurch Street, appeared for the company; Mr. 
Clarke, assistant vestry clerk of St. Leonard, Shoreditch, sup- 
porting the summons. Mr. Dickinson thought, at the present 
time, the giving of these notices was of the utmost importance 
on sanitary grounds, and fined the company 4os. 
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NOTICE TO ADVERTISERS. 
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No advertisement of any Foods, Drugs, or Drinks 


_ of the purity of which the Editor and Consulting 


Analyst are not satisfied, will be permitted to appear 


| in this Journal, and should the Consulting Analyst 


discover that any advertised substance is impure, 
worthless, adulterated, or injurious to public health, 
such advertisement will be excluded from our Columns. 
Quantitative and qualitative analyses of every kind 
undertaken by the Consulting Analyst. 
For terms write 


Consulting Analyst, c/o Editor, 
Foop, Drucs, anp Drink, 
183, Strand, London, W.C. 


, ‘ 
; +2 


ee FOOD, DRUGS, AND DRINK—A advertisements. September 17, 1892. ? 


RAWLINGS MINERAL WATERS 


AS SUPPLIED TO 


HER MA. ESTY THE QUEBEN. 


GINGER BEER AS BREWED THE LAST HUNDRED YEARS, 


IN STONE BOTTLES AND CASKS. 





| GOLD MEDALLIST FOR PURITY & EXCELLENCE. 


te De CRAWLING Sey ees 


NASSAU STREET, LONDON, W. 








WHISKY vor true GOULTY AND DIABETIC. 








FINEST OLD SCOTCH 


CAVENDISH ===. 


(SPECIAL DIETETIC) VW he . S K ¥ 


BonpEp and BorrTLED BY 


CAVENDISH, EDENBOROUGH & CO., 4, CULLUM STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


A Blend of the finest Matured Whiskies, containing no sugar or fusel oil, with the highest. 


percentage of the aromatic ethers produced by age. 


This has been specially selected, on the suggestion of Medical Men, to meet the demand for a, 
Whisky which can be safely indulged in by sufferers from Gout, Rheumatism, Diabetes, or Dyspepsia. 


Price 54/- per Dozen, net Cash. 








GOLD MEDAL, LONDON, 1885. 
GOLD MEDAL, BRUSSELS EXHIBITION, 1888. VEUVE MONNIER CHAMPAGNE. 


DIPLOMA OF HONOUR (Highest Award), FOOD EXHIBI- 


TION, 1889. SPECIAL CUVEE VINTAGE, 1884. 
Mi F R = D) er jon & D>) R EW NO FINER CAN BE HAD AT ANY PRICE 
(AMALGAMATED), To BE HAD OF ALL WINE MERCHANTS. 





HIGH-CLASS BISCUITS & CAKES, 


ESPECIALLY ADAPTED FOR LICENSED VICTUALLERS, 


HOTEL PROPRIETORS, & REFRESHMENT CONTRACTORS. VEUVE MONNIER ET SES FILS. 





Their various manufactures are made from the finest material, RUE DU COMMERCE, EPERNAY 
and manipulated by machinery of the highest order. ; 
VANS TO ALL Parts Datrty. LoNnDON OFFICES : 
Office and Works:—SHADWELL, E. 
9, GREAT TOWER STREET, E.C. 


PRICE LISTS ON APPLICATION, 
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Crosse & Blackwell's 
PICKLES, SAUCES, MALT VINEGAR 


JAMS, SOUPS, & POTTED MEATS 


MAY BE OBTAINED FROM ALL GROCERS THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. 
CROSSE & BLACKWELL, LIMITED, SOHO SQUARE, LONDON. 











Cadbury’s Cocoa Essence. 


Is ABSOLUTELY PURE, 


And that it has no superior in the market, as far as Wholesomeness, Purity, Economy 
and Agreeableness go. 


Many of the Dutch Cocoas, with which the English market 1s flooded, are preparations of Cocoa 
combined with strong and injurious alkalies, and are, therefore, not wholesome; while they are not so 
cheap as they are represented to be, because, when mixed withwater, they give in plain English 4 
SOAP, the alkalies helping to give an appearance of fictitious strength. CapBury BrotHERrs earnestly 
appeal to the Medical Profession to discountenance the use of these foreign, adulterated, perfumed 
Cocoas, and to encourage the consumption of pure home-made preparations, like their Cocoa Essence, 
which has received the unqualified support of large numbers of eminent Physicians and Surgeons. 


RAWLINGS’ MINERAL WATERS 


AS SUPPLIED TO 


HER MAJHSTY THE QUEEN. 
GINGER BEER AS BREWED THE LAST HUNDRED YEARS, 


IN STONE BOTTLES AND CASKS. 


GOLD MEDALLIS® FOR PURITY & EXCELLENCE. 


H. D. RAWLINGS, LIMITED, 


NASSAU STREET, LONDON, W. 
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ALLSOPP’Ss 
PALE OR BITTER ALE. 
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61, KING WILLIAM STREET, LONDON, EGG: 





WATER FILTRATION. 


TH E 


Morris Patent “Circulating Filter. 


AS SUPPLIED TO THE ADMIRALTY. 


Pronounced by the Medical Profession and Experts on Water to be the most scientifically 
perfect Filter ever offered to the Public. 


THIS FILTER HAS, AFTER EXHAUSTIVE TESTS, BEEN ADOPTED BY 
HER MAJESTY’S NAVY. 


A FITDDH RTS 7A ECO ss75 ia 
It is also absolutely necessary to see that one is obtained which is thoroughly efficient in 
its action, and which can be easily cleaned and re-charged at home. ‘THE MORRIS 


“CIRCULATING FILTER ” possesses these great advantages, for which IT HAS GAINED 
FIVE HIGHEST AWARDS SINCE 1889. 


Patentees --THE MORRIS TUBE COMPANY, LTD. 
11, HAYMARKET, LONDON, S.W. 
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OUR LOOKING GLASS. 


THE DAIEY CHRONICLE. 


THE Adulteration Acts have never been administered with 
as much vigour as could be desired; but if that interesting 
analytical journal, /ood, Drugs, and Drink, continues its 
zealous exposures of the frauds practised on the public by 
means of adulteration, the law on the subject cannot much 
longer be set at defiance. An ‘eminent analyst,’’ whose 
letter appears in the current issue of our contemporary, makes 
a slashing attack on that department in Somerset House which 
ischarged with the duty of trying to suppress adulteration of beer. 
The Excise authorities, he declares, maintain a ‘‘deplorable’’ 
_ attitude in respect to the ingredients which often go to make 
_ up what is drunk under the fond impression that it is genuine 
beer. ‘‘ There is no need to add malt,’’ he tells us, “nor to 
_use hops; there is no regulation as to the minimum strength ; 
you can add as much salt as you like, and injurious preserva- 
tives in any amount to counteract the effects of bad brewing.”’ 
_In short, beer, so far as the regulations of Somerset House go, 
_may be, according to the experience of this gentleman, who 
appears to hold the appointment of a Government analyst, 
“any alcoholic decoction that the ingenuity and the dishonesty 
of the brewer may suggest.’’ 

This is very plain speaking on a subject in which an im- 
mense number of people are interested, and it has allthe more 
: weight as it comes, apparently, from a scientific official fre- 
_ quently called upon by the department in question to make 
analyses of the very beer he indignantly denounces. He 
_ speaks still plainer, however, when he deals with the assertion 

that ‘‘ salt, or chloride of calcium,” is necessary for brewing 

light beer. That statement he declares to be ‘‘a downright 
 ilie,”’-and he cites the fact the lightest of German beer is 
entirely free from such adulterations. We shall be curious to 
learn what the officials at Somerset House have to say in 
defence of the system denounced, 








THE WEEKLY STAR. 


THAT excellent little organ, which goes by the name of 
food, Drugs and Drink, has performed a very useful ser- 
vice in drawing attention to the grotesque leniency with which 
magistrates are accustomed to administer punishment upon 
butchers convicted of selling diseased meat. 


| = ean 
COFFEE. 


WE are indebted to the vice-president of the Society of Public 
Analysts, Mr. Alfred H. Allen, for advance proofs of portions 
of his article on Coffee, about to appear in vol. iii., part 2, of 
_his work on ‘‘ Commercial Organic Analysis,’’ which will be 
published in a few weeks by Messrs. J. and A. Churchill. 
Mr. Allen has collected a number of interesting facts with 
respect to the falsifications of coffee. According to 
L. Padé, says Mr. Allen, ‘“‘raw coffee which has been 
damaged by sea-water is sometimes washed, decolorised with 
lime-water, again washed, dried rapidly and coloured either 
by slight roasting or dyeing with azo-oranges. By such 
manipulations green Santos coffees are said to be increased 


25 per cent. in value, and made to pass for Java growths. 
E. Waller states that South American coffees are often 
exposed to a high, moist heat, which changes their colour 
from green to brown in imitation of Java coffee. He found 
coftee-berries coloured with Scheele’s green, yellow ochre, 
chrome yellow, burnt umber, venetian red, etc.” 

In regard to the specific gravity of raw coffee, L. Padé 
says :—‘‘ Raw coffee which is lighter than water may be sus- 
pected of having been damaged by sea-water or other means, 
and subsequently washed and improved in colour by partial 
roasting.” 

In connection with the tricks of coffee roasters, Mr. Allen 
quotes J. Kénig as authority for the statement that ‘‘ coffee 
is often roasted with an addition of glucose syrup, which 
makes the decoction look stronger, and causes the berries to 
hold an additional 7 per cent. of water.’’ Another method of 

' increasing the percentage of water is, according to L. Padé, 
“to steam the roasted beans, and coat them with glycerine, 
palm oil, or vaseline, to prevent evaporation. They can then 
be made to take up nearly 20 per cent. of water.” 

In regard to methods of sophisticating the beans, Mr. Allen 
gives many interesting examples. In one case a sample 
examined by Van Hamel Roos had the microscopic structure 
of genuine coffee, but showed an almost entire absence of 





Mamattenes 


fat globules, and gave an ether extract of less than 1 per 
cent. (instead of 12 to 14). Roos suggests that the berries 
had been used for preparing coffee-extract, and then re-roasted 
with the addition of a little sugar. 

Inventors have been hard at work to devise other imitations, 
some interesting examples of which Mr. Allen notes, as for in- 
stance the invention of Messrs. Duckworth, of Liverpool, who 
took out a patent as far back as 1858, for moulding chicory 
into the form of coffee-berries. Another inventor, T. W. 
Moore, patented in 1889 a mixture of milk or condensed milk, 
ground or powdered glue, liquid glycerine, and refined lard, 
with the addition of, in some cases, bicarbonate of soda, fine 
salt and vinegar, as a coating for coffee. Another substitute 
for coffee is described by Mr. A. W. Rehnstrom, as prepared 
by boiling down whey or milk in a vacuum to a pasty con- 
sistency, forming the product into cakes, drying it below 100°, 
cutting it into pieces the size of coffee beans, and roasting. 
The harmlessness of this comes as a relief after reading Mr. 
Moore’s fearful preparation and Dr. Waller’s revelations, In 
an article on Coffee in our issue of 3rd September, we referred 
to the manufacture of imitation coffee beans. Mr. Allen writes 
on this subject, saying :—‘‘A factory for the manufacture of 
imitation coffee berries, on the scale of 4o to 50 kilogrammes 
daily, was recently seized at Lille by the French Government. 
It appeared in evidence that the composition of the product 
was—chicory 15 kilogrammes, flour 35 kilogrammes, ferrous 
sulphate 4 kilogramme. Other imitation coffee beans, 
recently seizedin Roumania, consisted of coffee grounds, chicory, 
and peas, L. Jaunes found in 1891 fictitious coffee that con- 
sisted of acorns and cereals; and Mr. Allen states that in 
America there are several firms who extensively manufacture 
imitation coffee beans and coffee pellets. These preparations 
usually consist of wheat flour, chicory, bran, and occasionally 
coffee. Dangway beans, the seeds of Cassza fora or C. 
occidental7s, abundant in British Burmah, have also been 
proposed and patented (Eng. Pat. 15564, 1888) as a substitute 
for coffee. In Germany, the ground and roasted seeds have been 
sold under the name of ‘ Mogdad coffee,’ and it is said that a 
smaller proportion than 20 per cent. in coffee cannot be 
detected, either by the taste or appearance of the sample. 
These beans are destitute of caffeine, and contain a tannin 
distinct from caffetannic acid.” 

Another patent is that of the beans of a species of Phaseolus, 
which are reported by E. Fricke as being roasted, ground, and 
sold as Congo coffee. The berries are very large, and of 
shining black colour. The infusion is very astringent, and 
contains no caffeine or other crystallisable alkaloid. 

From other valuable and interesting paragraphs by Mr. 
Allen we learn that imitation coffee berries were formerly 
made of fireclay. These were mixed with genuine berries, 
and roasted with them, when they absorbed some of the 
colouring matter and oil, and so remained a close imitation. 
‘‘On breaking such spurious berries, the colour would be seen 
to be principally on the exterior.”” Two more. varieties of 
fictitious coffee are instanced by Mr. Allen in the substances 
Domkaftee and Allerweltkaffee, both preparations of which 
were entirely destitute of caffeine. One consists practically of 
chicory, while the other contained large quantities. From the 
latter specimen R. Wolffenstein isolated a brown colouring 
matter having the character of casella-brown. Finally, Mr. 
Allen says, ‘‘ Besides the foregoing sophistications and sub- 
stitutions of the coffee bean, ground coffee is liable to various 
adulterations,’’ including (according to the late Dr. W. 
Wallace) caramel, chicory, dried and roasted figs, dried dates, 
date-stones, decayed ship biscuits, beans, peas, acorns, malt, 
dandelion-root, turnips, carrots, parsnips and mangold-wurzel. 
«Some of these can be tolerated when practised in moderation, 
provided that the fact and proportion of admixture are duly 
acknowledged; but it must be remembered that all these 
additions, including chicory, the least objectionable and by far 
the most widely used, are destitute of the volatile oil and peculiar 
alkaloid which gives to coffee its most valued properties.’’ In 
Mr. Allen’s conclusion that ‘‘The diminished consumption of 
coffee in England is doubtless largely due to the frequency and 
extent of its sophistications,’’ we heartily concur. We feel sure 
that all interested in adulteratiomand analysis will welcome vol 
iii., part 2, of Mr. Allen’s ‘‘ Commercial Organic Analysis, g 
which, .as far as the article on Coffee enables us to judge, is at 
once able, exhaustive, and of great importance. 





AN epidemic of typhoid fever has broken out at the village 
of Easlington, county Durham, with fatal results. The disease 
has been traced to the water supplied from a public well. This 
water has been analysed, and is reported ‘‘ green in colour, 
and turbid, full of mineral matter, moving organisms of repul- 
sive type, myriads of bacteria and decomposing vegetable 
A magistrate’s order has been obtained, and this 
and two other wells have been closed. 
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ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 


COFFEE. 


, David Elton, grocer, of Willenhall, was charged on the 
14th, at Wolverhampton Police Court, with selling coffee 
which was not of the nature and substance demanded. On 
3b. of coffee being purchased at the defendant’s shop it was 
found to contain 68 per cent. of chicory. A fine of 20s. and 
costs, amounting to £2 8s., was imposed. 

At Dartford Police Court Henry Pamment, of Belgrave, 
Welling, was fined 60s. and costs last week for selling as coffee 
a mixture consisting of 79 parts of coffee and 21 of chicory. 


MILK. 


James Beckett, of Steeple Claydon, farmer and milk-seller, 
was charged with selling milk not of the quality prescribed by 
the law, on the 9th August. Defendant said he sold it as pure 
as it came from the cow. Superintendent Clarke said on 
Tuesday, oth inst., he went to the defendant’s shop at Steeple 
Claydon, and purchased of defendant’s wife a pint of new un- 
skimmed milk. A sample was sent to the county analyst at 
Oxford, whose certificate stated that it had been deprived of 
30 per cent. of its natural fat. P.C. Winterburne corroborated 
this evidence. Defendant said he did not make butter, neither 
did he skim the milk. He rented the land of Sir Harry Verney, 
and it was very poor land. The cows were young and healthy. 
He sold the greater part of the milk to Mr. Barratt, who sent 
it to London. The cows were milked soon after six o’clock in 
the morning, and Superintendent Clarke did not call at his 
shop till nine o’clock. The cream had naturally risen to the 
top before then, and there was no doubt that the best of the 
milk had been sold before nine o’clock. The cows were in 
good condition, and had had oil cake up till a week before. 
The Chairman: The analyst says there was a deficiency of 30 
per cent. of the natural fat. Defendant said he could not 
understand.it. The land was very poor indeed. Mr. Barratt 
had no complaints. The chairman said the Bench must be 
guided by the analyst’s certificate. The defendant said he had 
done nothing dishonest in he matter, and he hoped they would 
be lenient with him. The chairman said the costs were very 
heavy. He would have to pay #1 15s. in all. It was of the 
greatest importance that th2 food of the poor people should be 
perfectly pure. 


Tom Grace, of Steeple Claydon, farmer and milk-seller, was 
similarly charged. He pleaded not guilty. Superintendent 
Clarke said on the same day, August gth, while he was in 
Sergeant Stevens’ house in Steeple Claydon, a boy came with 
milk in a pail to sell. He said his name was Grace, that he 
was the son of Tom Grace, and that the milk he was selling 
belonged to his father. Witness asked him for a pint of the 
new unskimmed milk, saying he wanted to submit a portion of 
it to the public analyst. The boy supplied the milk, charging 
him 1d. for it. The certificate of Mr. W. W. Fisher, the public 
analyst, at Oxford, was to the effect that the milk was adul- 
terated by the addition of 10 per cent. of water. The defen- 
dant said he did not dispute the purchase of the milk, but he 
did the statement that he adulterated it with water. The milk 
was sold just as it came from the cows. The boy milked one 
of the cows, and he should like the Bench to hear what he had 
to say. The boy had been summoned by Superintendent Clarke, 
and he should like him to be called; he was inthe court. The 
chairman said it would only add to the expense. Defendant 
said he milked two of the cows and the boy milked the other, 
and not a drop of water was added. If he was convicted he 
must appeal against it. ‘The chairman reminded him that the 
analyst said the milk was adulterated to the extent of 10 per 
cent. of water. Defendant said he was certain he did not 
tamper with the milk in any shape or form. He supplied 
Sergeant Stevens with milk. The chairman said the Bench 
had before them a petition from the people of Steeple Claydon, 
in which it was said that they were well satisfied with the milk 
the defendant sold to them. Defendant said his land was very 
poor; but he did not put water in the milk. Sergeant Stevens: 
Do you think that your son put water in it? Defendant: He 
is here. I wish he could be called, and then you could ask him 
just what you like. The chairman: We have only to carry out 
the law. The analyst says the milk was adulterated by 10 per 
cent. of added water. You will have to pay £1 15s. in all. 
The defendant gave notice of appeal at the ensuing Bucks 
Quarter Sessions. rs 


At the instance of the Hull Urban Sanitary Authority, two 
cowkeepers were summoned at the Police Court for adulterating 
milk. In one case there was 5 per cent. of added water, and 
in the other 15 percent. The defendants alleged that they 
were the victims of circumstances. They were fined ros. and 
40s. respectively. 

George Payne, a milk-vendor from Sketty, was summoned 

















analyst’s inspector (P.C. Barnett) had made of a sample of | 
his milk, taken on August 19th. It was found to be adul- 
terated with water to the extent of 12 per cent. The defendant 
stated that he was employed bya Miss Perkins, of Sketty. A 
fine of £3, including costs, was inflicted. 

At the Hull Police-court on the 15th, William Galloway. 
milk dealer, Southcoates Lane, was summoned for having sold 
a pint of milk, onthe 8th August, which upon examination was 
found to be adulterated with not less than 10 per cent. of added 
water. Onthe date in question Inspector Baldock purchased 
a pint of milk from the defendant in Buckingham Street. He 
divided it into the usual quantities, and one of which was sub- 
mitted to the analyst, was found to be adulterated as above. 
Defendant, who said that he bought the milk from a wholesale 
dealer, alleged that he sold it in the same condition as he 
purchased it. Fined 20s. and costs. 

At Witham, on September 13th, James Smith, milkman, of 
Kelvedon, was summoned for selling to Superintendent Allen 
a pint of new milk which, according to the certificate of Mr. 
Pooley, the public analyst, contained 12 per cent. of added 
water. The defendant, who said he sold the milk as he 
bought it. was fined £2, with 8s. costs. 

Frederick John Wright, milkman, of Witham, was similarly 
charged in respect of two pints of new milk, on August 12th. 
Defendant said he did not live at Witham, and he left the 
management of the business to his sister. Mr. Pooley’s 


_ certificate said there was 14 per cent. of added water in one 


sample and 15 per cent. in the other. The defendant (who has 
previously been convicted and fined £2 and costs), was fined 
44 in each case, with 15s. costs. 

William Newman, of Bridge Street, Witham, was summoned 
in respect of a pint of new milk. Mr, Pooley’s certificate 
showed that the sample contained 11 per cent. of added water. 
The lad who sold the milk to Superintendent Allen told him he 
had purchased it of Mr. Wright’s lad, and defendant said that 
this was the case. The defendant was fined §s., with 8s. costs. 

At the Stonehouse Petty Sessional Court on the 16th inst. 
Henry Symons, dairyman, of Union Street, Stonehouse, was 
summoned under the Food and Drug Act for selling adulterated 
milk. Detective Hannaford said that on the 29th ot August 
he went into defendant’s shop in Union Street, and purchased 
three-quarters of a pint of raw milk and took it away with him. 
He divided it into three parts, and sent one part to the public 
analyst. This gentleman found it to contain 8 per cent. 
of water. Defendant said it was not his own milk, but that he 
had bought it from another dairyman. The Bench, however, 
imposed a fine of 30s., inclusive or fourteen days’ imprisonment. 

At Dartford Police Court Robert Woodhams, dairyman, 
Bexley, was fined 60s. and costs last week for selling milk to 
Henry John Walter which was diluted with water. 

On the 1gth, at the Police-court, Leamington, James Fox, 
Clarendon Street, was fined qos. for selling milk 25 per cent. 
deficient in fat. The defence was that he sold the milk as he 
purchased it, but the Bench decided that he was responsible, 
and could only escape conviction on obtaining a guarantee to 
the genuineness of milk from the first seller. 


MARGARINE, 


Thomas Taylor, 35, St. John’s Market, Liverpool, was fined 
5s. andcosts, on the 14th September, for having exposed for 
sale a keg of margarine unlabelledas such. 

George Tomkins, 130, West Derby Road, was fined ros. 
and costs for having exposed for sale two kegs of margarine, 
the labels upon which were not clearly visible. Inspector 
Baker proved the facts. A 

At the Runcorn Petty Sessions, on the 19th, James Bryce, 
grocer, Church Street, was summoned for exposing margarine 
for sale in his shop without having it labelled as required by 
the Act of Parliament. A fine of 10s. and costs was impose. 
For a similar offence on the same date, John Morris, grocer, 
Bridge Street, was also fined 1os. and costs. Mr. W. J. 
Hallard, local inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, 
proved both cases. 


WHISKY. 


At Cardiff Police Court on the 16th Robert Wiltshire, land- 
lord of the Cambrian Hotel, St. Mary Street, was summoned, 
at the instance of Inspector Charles Hil], under the Food and 
Drugs Act, for selling whisky adulterated with water. The 
chairman asked to what extent adulteration had been carried 
on, and Mr. Lloyd produced the certificate of the public analyst, 
showing that the sample of whisky contained 52°2 per cent. of 
proof spirit, and was 47°8 per cent, under proof, or 22°8 per 
cent. or degrees below the standard strength. The adultera- 
tion was very excessive, and he (Mr. Lloyd) pressed for a 
penalty. Mr. Jones admitted the correctness of the analysis, 
but directed the attention of the Bench to the fact that the 
offence had occurred during the absence from home of the 


on the 18th inst., at Swansea, through the analysis which the | defendant, The hotel was left in charge of his son, a boy of 
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eighteen, and when the necessity arose, the lad, despite the 
fact that he had never ‘‘ mixed ”’ before, took it upon himself 
to do the best he could under the circumstances, and the extra 
water was added through ignorance. The Chairman: We 
shall inflict a penalty of 5s. and costs—that is, of course, 
accepting the extenuating circumstances. 

__ At the Caerphilly Petty Sessions, on the 13th inst., Lewis 
Morgan, of the White Hart Inn, Quakers’ Yard, was 
summoned for having, on the 23rd of July last, sold whisky 
which was not of the nature, substance, and quality of the 
article demanded by the purchaser, Supt. Evan Jones. 


ae 


defendant sixpennyworth of whisky. He told him that he 
_ intended sending it to the public analyst. The public analyst 
certified that the whisky was 30 degrees below proof. Cross- 
examined by Mr. J. W. Lewis: He (P.S. Evans) was satisfied 
that Supt. Jones intimated that the whisky was to be sent to 
' the-public analyst. He did see a notice in the bar that all 
spirits sold there were mixed. The notice, however, was 
almost concealed between two pictures. Mr. J. W. Lewis, in 
addressing their Worships, contended that there was no 
offence committed by the defendant, and a consideration of 
_ the law upon the question must inevitably lead their Worships 
to that conclusion, Having cited the authorities, Mr. Lewis 
submitted that the notice being placed against the wall 
immediately opposite the bar entrance, was placed in the most 
‘conspicuous position, and was sufficient notice to pur- 
_ chasers that all spirits sold were mixed, The Bench dismissed 
the case. 
GIN. 


- On the 16th at the Police Court at Cardiff Mrs, Harriett 
_ Clarke, occupier of the Canton Hotel, was summoned for 
 adulterating gin with water. Mr. F. C. Lloyd prosecuted, defen- 
_ dant not being present or represented. The gin was purchased 
_ from the barman, and Mr. Lloyd produced the certificate of 
_ the analyst, which stated that the sample contained 594 per 
cent. of proof spirit, and was 40} per cent. under proof, or 54 
per cent. or degrees below the standard strength. There being 
no previous offence, the Bench imposed a fine of 10s. and 
costs, a distress warrant to be issued in default of payment, 
the chairman remarking that the adulteration was not very 
great, 
i: RUM. 
___ At Dartford Police Court Edward Coles, of the Blue Anchor, 
_ Bridgen, Bexley, was summoned last week for selling to 
_ William Wickenden half a pint of rum 33°82 under _ proof, the 
: legal limit being 25. The case was proved by Henry John 
_ Metters, inspector of weights and measures, etc., and his 
assistant, William Wickenden, and the certificate of Mr. 
__ Adams, the county analyst, having been produced, defendant 
_ was fined £1 and costs, and the magistrates did not endorse 
his licence. 
Henry Hawkes, licensed victualler, of Snodland, was sum- 
__ moned for selling to Superintendent Lane a pint of rum, which 
_ was not of the quality demanded. On the advice of Mr. R.T. 
Tatham, who appeared for him, defendant pleaded guilty. 
_ Superintendent Lane produced the certificate of the public 
_ analyst of the sample of the rum he sent to him foranalysis. It 
_ showed that the sample was 29°31 under proof, the legal limit 
_ being 25 degrees. Superintendent Lane gave the defendant 
an excellent character, and said he should be satisfied with 
_ defendant paying the costs. The Bench agreed to this course 
_ being taken, and defendant was simply ordered to pay the 
costs, 6s. 6d, 
wea SSO 
MERCHANDISE MARKS ACT 
PROSECUTION, 


AT the Bradford Borough Police Court, on the 14th inst., 

__ John Mitchell, of 794, Manchester Road, Bradford, was fined 
20s., with costs amounting to £3 4s. 8d., for breach of the 
Merchandise Marks Act in using bottles embossed ‘‘ Mason’s 
Extract’’ for the sale of a botanic beer preparation. The 
prosecutars were Messrs. Newall and Mason, manufacturing 

_ chemists, of Nottingham. The defendant disclaimed any 
intention of fraud. 





Thomas Heron, hawker, was on Saturday, fined 20s. at the 
Folkestone Police Court, for having a quantity of unsound 
pears in his possession. 
ee 
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THE FEVER HOSPITAL SCANDAL— 
WHO IS RESPONSIBLE ? 


_— 


AT a meeting of the Metropolitan Asylums Board on Satur- 
day, Sir E. Galsworthy, chairman, replying to a question by 
Mr. J. H. Brass, said that since the 5th of this month the 
hospitals had been so full of scarlet fever cases that patients 
were being removed only when vacancies occurred. One 
result was that the horses and men in connection with the am- 
bulance service had been working only half time. In explana- 
tion of the position in which the Board are placed, the chair- 
man went on to read a long statement, in which he dealt with 
the difficulty which they had in getting the Local Board to 
take action. It was to be hoped, he said, that by the end of 
this month or thereabouts the hospital at Tottenham would 
be opened so that within about six weeks of the Local Govern- 
ment Board giving their consent this important provision for 
fever patients would be carried into effect. But the comple- 
tion of the building would be just about three weeks too late 
to prevent the refusal of patients. Upon whom did the re- 
sponsibility lie for this miserable failure ? He called it ‘‘ miser- 
able failure’’ because, though the Asylums Board had had 
misfortunes, their machinery had never altogether broken 
down. The sick poor were now lying in their crowded homes 
without proper accommodation or care, and without any of 
the means of alleviating their sufferings which could be ob- 
tained in the hospitals. Who would be responsible if from 
these centres of infection the disease increased in intensity 
and ravaged London and the suburbs? The Asylums Board 
accepted no responsibility for this state of things; the respon- 
sibility must lie with the Local Government Board, a body 
who were expected to use their extensive power to protect the 
suffering poor ; a body upon whom the Asylums Board with 
their limited and crippled power relied forassistance. Letters 
from the Asylums Board to the Local Government Board lay 
for a long time unheeded or at all events unanswered, and 
when they were answered further delay was caused by the 
proposal of the Local Government Board to hold what ap- 
peared to him to be a formal inquiry in the district before they 
gave their consent to the erection of the hospital. It was in 
consequence of this policy of inactivity that the managers had 





, been compelled from day to day to suspend the reception of 


many fever patients. 

On the conclusion of the chairman’s address, Mr. Brass 
moved, and Mr. Lindsay seconded, a motion to the effect that 
the statement made by the chairman should be printed and 
sent to the Local Government Board, the metropolitan members 
of Parliament, the various metropolitan boards of guardians 
and sanitary authorities, and the London daily newspapers, 
asking them to do what they could to render assistance to 
prevent the occurrence of ‘‘ such a scandal in the future.’’ In 
the course of a little discussion some of the members, while 
condemning the inactivity of the Local Government Board, 
thought it injudicious to attack them. In the end, however, 
the motion was adopted, with the exclusion of the clause as to 
sending the statement to members of Parliament. , 

According to returns submitted to the meeting 3,736 beds in 
the hospitals were occupied on Thursday at midnight out of a 
total of 3,802, showing an increase as compared with the pre- 
ceding fortnight of 116. Of the 3,736 cases 3,340 were cases of 
scarlet fever, the increase as compared with the preceding 
fortnight being 33. 

5350S 


THE property owners at Barry in Wales are strenuously 
opposing the Local Board’s bye-law that a flushing apparatus 
should be attached to every watercloset erected in the district. 
The Health Committee have urged on the Board the necessity 
of prosecuting defaulting owners, and the Board has deter- 
mined to enforce the law. Memorials signed by every owner 
of property in the district have been got up to ask the Board to 
allow the law to remain a dead letter. We hope the Board 
will do nothing of the kind. Human lives are of greater im- 
portance than the greed or convenience ofa handful of property 
owners. 

THE Daily Telegraph says :— 

‘There are many persons who allege that wood-pavement is pre- 
judicial to the health of the public—that it absorbs filth and unpleasant 
odours, and possibly microbes and bacilli. This may be so, but if the 
testimony of a block-layer employed on the long stretch of thorough- 
fare from the Marble Arch to Uxbridge-road Station be of any moment, 
this system of roadmaking is as reinvigorating as a sojourn amid 
Alpine heights or at a German Spa. A fine stalwart fellow, who has 
served sixteen years in the Guards, he avers that when he started on 
his work he was a bag of skin and bones, but that the bituminous 
atmosphere with which he has been surrounded during the past few 
months has completely restored his vigour and constitution. Here is a 
new ‘cure’ indeed. It may be that ere long we shall find wood- 
paving recommended as one of the most yalued recipes in the Pharma- 


copeeia,”” 


6 FOOD, DRUGS, AND DRINK. 





‘ 


September 24, 1892. 








Pico oat Dring | 
Tt oc 


PUBLIC ANALYTICAL JOURNAL 
AND SANITARY REVIEW. 


coot! 








SATURDAY, SEPTEMBER 24th, 1802. 








All communications for the Editor to be addressed to the 
Ladttor, 183, Strand, London, W.C. 

Advertisements to be addressed to The Publisher, and tf 
intended for the current tssue should reach the office, 183, 
Strand, London, W.C., by Thursday morning. 








SOMERSET HOUSE AND ADUL- 
TERATION. 


A VALUED CORRESPONDENT calls attention to some im- 
portant points seriously affecting Somerset House. He 
says: ‘‘In acase of adulterated whisky, heard at Bridgend, 
quoted in your issue of the 17th inst., it was stated that the 
Excise allowed two degrees beyond the 25 degrees authorised. 
This is another instance of the attitude of Somerset House. 
The Act of Parliament lays down 25 degrees as the limit of 
strength fora number of spirits, but Somerset House allows 
two more degrees of watering. They have absolutely no 
power to do this. A standard has been fixed by Act of Par- 
liament, and by that they, as well as public analysts, should 
have to abide. You might take occasion to point out in 
your paper that it is absolutely untrue that Somerset House 
constitutes a final court of appeal in adulteration cases. The 
Legislature intended nothing of the sort, as was plainly 
stated in Parliament when the Food Act was discussed. But 
Somerset House have, of course, carefully fostered this 
erroneous opinion. Their action has been pernicious in many 
cases, but the worst perhaps in regard to milk. Norespectable 
analyst, who values his reputation, would venture to give an 
opinion based upon the analysis of a decomposed sample of 
milk. Milk must be analysed when fresh, and before it has 
undergone decomposition, to make the analysis and the 
opinion based upon the analysis worth having. The schedule 
appended to the Act compels a public analyst to state whether 
the sample of milk was fresh when analysed or not, but 
Somerset House often get samples of milk that are from six to 
eight weeks old, and utterly decomposed, and yet they have 
the hardihood to analyse such samples, and pronounce an 
opinion as to their original quality, often, of course, in 
contradiction of that of the analyst who had the sample 
when fresh. To give an example:—An analyst analyses milk 
and finds it deficient in solids not fat, and in consequence 
pronounces it to be adulterated. The vendor, knowing that 
his only chance of escape from conviction lies with Somerset 
House, requires the magistrates hearing the case to send the 
sample in keeping of the inspector to his friends at Somerset 
House. It is there analysed, and the results are corrected by 
an imaginary figure, which is supposed to allow for the de- 
composition during the time which has elapsed. This 
imaginary figure is often too high, and asa result the con- 
clusion of Somerset House is, that ‘they cannot affirm ’ 
that water has been added to the sample. The result is that 
the case is dismissed, anda reflection cast upon the public 
analyst. Common honesty requires that Somerset House when 
getting a decomposed sample for analysis should at once 
state that the sample is decomposed past analysis; every 
public analyst would so act.’’ 

This weighty indictment of Somerset House is one that 
demands explanation. Other public analysts will perhaps 
favour us with their experiences of Somerset House as a co- 
operator of adulteration, We asked in our issue of Sept. roth 











for an explanation as to how Somerset House came to so far 
forget its position as to interfere in the case of the Bridgend 
prosecution for beer adulteration, by writing, before the case 
came on for trial, the following letter, alleged by the counsel 
for the defence to have been received from Somerset House :— 

“Tn reply to your inquiry whether we recognise in this 
department a limit or standard for salt in beer, I beg to in- 
form you that we do not. The water and the different 
materials used in brewing beer yield widely varying quanti- 
ties of the mixed chlorides of potassium and sodium, and, as 
a matter of course, a varying quantity of chloride of sodium 
(common salt), when separated from chloride of potassium, 
Every sample has, therefore, to be taken on its merits, and if 
there is an abzormaZ quantity of chloride of sodium present, 
as in Yarmouth ale, steps are taken to find out whether the 
salt has been obtained from the brewing materials or purposely 
added. I may further state that the use of mineral salts for 
hardening brewing water is not interfered with by the Inland 
Revenue Department, and the question of the quantity of salt 
which may be present in beer is for the magistrates to decide 
whether it is or is not prejudicial to health.” 


It is monstrous, if the letter in question be genuine, that a 
State Department should thus wantonly exert itself to thwart 
the honest efforts of a public analyst to secure purity in our 
national drink. No explanation of any nature has been forth- 
coming, and in the public interest we feel it necessary to once 
more ask for one, as to our thinking a State Department loses 
at once dignity and respect by such marplotting ; and there is 
no possible gainsaying that the effect is pernicious, and en- 
couraging to adulterators. 

SS SSDS 


BEER ADULTERATION. 





WE are pleased to learn that the County Council of Glamorgan- 
shire have determined to proceed with their prosecutions, and 
that expert evidence is likely to be engaged. As a public 
analyst stated in our issue last week, salt or chloride of | 
calcium is not necessary to brew a light beer—Pilsener beer, 
which is lighter even than Bass’s pale ale, being brewed 
without salt. The fact is that brewers, as a body, are the 
slaves of a superstition. Burton brewers took exceptional 
care to secure cleanliness in their brewing, and used only the 
finest materials, thus gaining a high reputation for their 
products. Other brewers, less careful either in the quality of 
the materials used or in ensuring cleanliness in their 
processes, sought to discover what it was that gave Burton 
beers their acknowledged superiority. They found the water 
was hard, which hardness, as those best acquainted with the 
water supply of the district had grave reason to suspect, at 
that time was mainly owing to the sewage which, in those 
insanitary days, was freely- allowed to pollute the river and 
subsoil water. 

In proof of this it is well known that, since improved 
sanitation has prevented the pollution of the river and 
subsoil supplies now furnishing the Burton water, the 
hardness of that water has sensibly diminished. That 
hardness of water and the addition of salt to the same 
is an ignorant superstition of incompetent brewers, is 
shown by the fact that on the whole of the Continent 
the brewers endeavour to get as pure and as soft a water 
as possible. Many Continental beers are lighter than 
English ones, and if the German brewers can, as they do, brew 
lighter ales than our English ones with soft water, without 
the addition of salt, itis absurd to maintain in the face alike 
of facts and common sense that the addition of salt to beer is 
necessary. It is clearly an adulteration. A far more impor- 
tant point, however, than that of salt in beer, is the present 
attitude of the Excise authorities in regard to the substances 
out of which beer is made. Beer should be, and is purchased 
on the understanding that it is the product of malt and hops, but 
at present, as an eminent analyst said in our last issue, “ for 
fiscal purposes one substance after another has been allowed 
to be put into beer. There is no need to add malt, nor to use 
hops; there is no regulation as to the minimum strength; you 
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can add as much salt as you like, and injurious preservatives 
in any amount, to counteract the effects of bad brewing, In 
fact, beer at present, thanks to Somerset House, may be any 
alcoholic decoction which the ingenuity and dishonesty of a 
brewer may suggest, and if a public analyst takes proceed- 
ings against a particularly bad sample, he is met in Court by 
interested brewers’ chemists, who swear that all is as it ought 
to be, and Somerset House appears with all its official weight 
and defends anything and everything. As a public analyst, I 
frequently am called upon to analyse beer for the authorities 
under which I act, but I have invariably to report that, accord- 
ing to Excise regulations, such samples are genuine. My 
authorities, who know in many cases that the samples sent me 
are of vile quality, no doubt think that they have either a fool 


_or an incompetent chemist as public analyst.’’ 


We trust that in the next prosecutions the question of salt 
will not be the only one raised. It is necessary that some 


earnest, honest public body should raise the question of the 


right of brewers to use substances other than malt and hops 
for their beers, and if the beers in question in Glamorganshire 
be found on analysis to be brewed from other substances 


than malt and hops, the Glamorganshire County Council and 


Mr. Morgan, the Public Analyst, will deserve well of the 
public and of all interested in the purity of beer, if they bring 
this question into the prominence it needs. Unfortunately, 
however, it is very unlikely that, save on the question of salt, 
convictions could be gained. Thanks to Somerset House, 
Excise authorities, and successive Chancellorsof the Exchequer, 
our national beverage has been thoroughly debauched. The 
minor country brewers know this, and, as we pointed out in a 
previous issue, take every advantage of the fact. The foul, 
maddening rubbish sold as beer in the poorer districts 
throughout London and the provinces is as injurious to those 
who drink it as it is shameful to the Excise authorities and 
Somerset House, who have brought about this scandalous 
state of things. 


ch ae 
FRUIT FROM CHOLERA- 
INFECTED PORTS. 


THE opinion of the Local Government Board given to the 
representative of a morning newspaper fully bears out our 
complaint last week as to the defects of the Public Health 
Act. ‘ People forget,’’ said the official, ‘‘ that there is no 
law, no Clause or section whereby fruit can be destroyed 
simply because the vessel that carried it happens to have put 
in at an infected port, or come from there direct, unless the 
fruit is unwholesome and thereby unfit for human food.’’ 
How these defects in the Public Health Act hamper the 
Medical Officers of Health is strikingly, if unwittingly, in- 
stanced in the admissions of the General Manager of the 
Steam Navigation Company, who is reported to have said: 


“The fruit was, with other goods, including some grapes, 
put on board the Osfrvey at Hamburg, and consigned, via 
Harwich, to a Covent Garden salesman. There was at first 
a fuss made about tt being landed, but eventually we got 
wz throwgh, and, so far as we were concerned, our liability 
finished directly the baskets were on the landing stage. 
From Harwich the boat proceeded to London with the other 
cargo, including the grapes. Zhe medical officer to the 
Port of London wanted to destroy them, but Iwas compelled, 
tn sheer defence of our customer, to ask him to show me an 
Act of Parliament by which he had authority to destroy 
Srutt thatwas fit for consumption. He could not do so, and 
the grapes were landed, Naturally I did not wish to do any- 
thing that might endanger life in this country, so after the 
Osprey had discharged her cargo I telegraphed to Hamburg 
instructing our agents not to ship through the General’s 
steamers any more fruit from that port until further notice. 
My company will be considerable losers by this action, but I 
have no wish to willingly upset any arrangements made by the 
sanitary authorities for the general good of the people. The 
September 2nd consignment was the last cargo of fruit we 
brought from Hamburg.’’ 


We are glad to learn, so far as the General Steam Naviga- 
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tion Company is concerned, that the importation of fruit from 
infected ports has ceased. It may be to the interest of fruit 
salesmen, shippers, and cheap jam makers that a traffic of 
this nature should continue, but the public safety is of greater 
importance than any of these interests. During the past few 
weeks we have had information, again and again, of van-loads 
of partially unsound fruit being taken to the manufactories of 
cheap jam makers. This in itself shows that the sanitary 
inspectors in the districts where these factories are situated 
are anything but attentive to their duties. Their powers 
enable them to make regular inspection of such works, and 
prevent the use of any unsound fruit or other dangerous 
substances. In Exeter the promptitude of the authorities 
averted any possibility of danger, the consignment being 
destroyed and the hampers burnt. In London, on the 
contrary, fruit from cholera-infected ports is allowed to go to 
some cheap jam factories; unsound and unwholesome fruit 
goes without hindrance to other cheap jam factories, and no 
steps whatever are taken to condemn and destroy the dangerous 
goods. We hope to hear of greater activity on the part of 
the authorities at fault, and in the meantime the revelations 
will have done a distinct public service. 


OES 


THE GLAMORGAN BEER 
| PROSECUTIONS. 


AT the quarterly meeting of the Local Government Com- 
mittee of the Glamorgan County Council at Cardiff, on 
September 15, Dr. William Morgan, the county analyst, 
presented his quarterly report of the results of the analyses he 
had made of various samples of food and drink under the 
Food and Drugs Act, 1875. Special reference was made to 
the analysis of samples of beer in connection with which 
several prosecutions before the magistrates have recently been 
instituted. The samples of beer, reported Dr. Morgan, ranged 
in alcoholic strength from 3 to 6# per cent., and they appeared 
to be one and all in a good condition. The chlorides present 
in the various samples were equal to from 123 to 100 grains of 
common salt per gallon of beer, and in all cases above 52 
grains he (Dr. Morgan) had certified that, in his opinion, the 
amount present was excessive. The analyst’s report pro- 
ceeded— 

I have taken 50 grains as the limit, and my reason for certifying the 
samples containing 51 and 52 grains as genuine is, that the difference 
of a grain or two is within the limit of error in the analysis, and I feel 
satisfied in my own mind that 50 grains are not only fair but ample, for 
on looking at the results obtained in the 128 samples 82 are within the 
said limit, and the quality of the one containing 12} grains was equal 
in every respect to those containing from 56 to 100 grains. It is quite 
true that the amount of chlorides in water used for brewing varies in 
different localities, and in one case it was shown that it amounted to 
32 grains per gallon, so that allowing for concentration by boiling, and 
also taking into account the amount of chlorides introduced by the 
malt and hop-, it was reasonable to assume that the amount present in 
the sample, namely, 58 grains, might have been due to the water, 
malt, and hops alone. This, however, was an exceptional case, and 
was regarded as such by the magistrates who dealt withit. In dealing 
with the maximum amount of chlorides which ought to be present in 
beer,I am relying upon the experience formed during the past eighteen 
years as a public analyst, and the fact that in all the cases heard by 
the magistrates in this district 50 grains have been taken and recog- 
nised asa limit. I ought also to add that I have myself obtained 
samples of beer from the stores of the large Burton brewers here, and 
in no case does the amount of chlorides reach 50 grains. During the 
hesring of the cases, exception has been taken to the wording of my 
certificate. I maintain, however, that in giving the amount of 
chlorides as equivalent to so much common salt I am doing it to the 
least prejudice of the sellers, for I consider that chloride of sodium, 
popularly known as common salt, is the most harmless _form of 
chioride which could be used, and I cannot believe the sincerity of the 
statement in which it was claimed that brewers should be quite free 
and unrestricted as to the amount and character of the materials they 
may think proper to add to the water in order to “ Burtonise’’ it. In 
dealing with these beers I have no knowledge as to the water used, 
and when the excess of chiorides is attributed thereto 1 think it would 
be desirable that a sample of the water should be taken in order to get 
at the fact, and also to guide the magistrates who may deal with the 
case. The total number of adulterated samples was 80, being equal to 
223 per cent. of the samples examined. 





Dr. MORGAN, in supplementing his report, referred to the 
recent prosecutions. He said, with reference to the number of 
grains of salt in beer, he had taken 50 grains, as he considered 
that a fair and ample limit in each case of chlorides in water. 
He was greatly surprised by the character of the evidence 
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brought forward against him and the partisanship. which 
prevailed. The evidence was such as to astonish him. For 


instance, one of the witnesses stated that before thirst could’ 


be observed a man must take such a quantity of salt that he 
would vomit—in fact, must take hundreds of grains of salt. 
He (Dr, Morgan) considered that the form in which he made 
out his analysis of the sample of beer was the correct one, and 
as to the quibble about the character of the chlorides, he was 
astonished at it being raised, because, to his knowledge, it 
had not been so raised before. ; 

The CLERK: Did you carry your analysis further than 
examining the amount of chlorine ? 

Dr. MORGAN: No, because the quantity of beer given to 
me was such that the percentage of ash in it was only °3 per 
cent. I got half a pint of beer, or 100z., and the quantity of 
ash in such was so minute that I will defy anyone to make a 
complete analysis of it. 

' The CLERK: Do you: mean to say that Dr. Attfield [the 
expert witness called for the defendant] made his analysis from 
something more than the sample? 

Dr. MORGAN : Yes, I do. 

The CLERK: Then the evidence ought not to have been 
allowed by the Bench. A man may analyse anything given to 
him, and these people could throw a cake of salt into their 
wells just before. 

Dr. MORGAN: I consider that the Bench were impressed by 
the array of witnesses against me alone. 

The CLERK: Wait until we get these men before the 
stipendiary. 

Mr. F, JAMES (to Dr, Morgan) : I see from the report of the 
Bridgend case you were cross-examined, and admitted that 
you had assumed certain things. I should like an explana- 
tion, and whether it is possible by further analysis not to 
assume anything at all, but to rove actual facts. What was 
it that you admitted you assumed ? 

Dr. MORGAN: I assumed that the whole of the chlorines 
present—or chlorides —were there as common salt. 

Mr. JAMES; Could you have proved it by analysis ? 

Dr. MORGAN: IfI had had a larger quantity and unlimited 
time I could have done this. But it takes such a long time to 
make a complete analysis of the ash of beer that I could not 
do so. Besides, it is very tedious, and I do not see what is 
gained by it. My assumption was in favour of the defendant. 

Mr. HUGHES: And if it had not been as you assumed, then 
it would have been worse ? 

Dr. MORGAN: Very much worse. 

At this stage the reporters were requested to withdraw while 
the committee discussed their future course of action with 
respect to prosecutions for adulteration. The analyst (Dr. 
Morgan), Superintendent Wake, and the inspectors of police 
were called before the committee, and the conference lasted 
some time. At the close of the meeting the representatives 
of the Press were informed by a member of the committee that 
it had been decided, on the motion of Mr. Morgan Thomas, 
seconded by the Chairman, to proceed with prosecutions, the 
clerk being instructed to engage counsel and any expert evi- 
dence thought necessary for the respective cases as may arise 
in the future. 


steOneous 
PUBLIC ANALYSTS AND THE STATE. 


THE public analysts of this country have received no 
encouragement whatever from the Government. No grants of 
any nature towards their researches have been made, and 
their efforts to discover methods of detecting and defeating 
new and ingenious forms of fraud devised by unscrupulous 
manufacturers or works’ chemists have been entirely voluntary, 
arising out of zeal for research and an honest desire to 
protect the public from fraud. The various authorities 


employing them offer payments ridiculously inade- 
quate to the importance of the duties to be per- 
formed. The voluntary investigations into butter, milk, 


lard, and other adulterations alone have saved English 
and Irish agriculture hundreds of thousands of pounds, and 
it is manifestly unfair that the costs of such investigations 
should be borne entirely by the public-spirited scientists who 
undertake them. When to this is added the hostility and 
incompetence of Somerset House, it is seen that a public 
analyst has absolutely no encouragement whatever to exert 
himself for the public welfare. The fact that so few analysts 
have, under these circumstances, lent themselves to the 
defence of adulteration is striking evidence to the public spirit 
and integrity of public analysts as a body; and now that the 
Local Government Board has the honour to be represented by 
Sir Walter Foster as Parliamentary Secretary, we earnestly 
hope that such aid and recognition will be given to the Society 
of Public Analysts as its importance to the welfare of.the 
people entitles it to look for at the hands of the State, 
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FOOD PROSECUTIONS. 


FISH, 


Thomas Adams, described as a costermonger, of New 
Wimbledon, was summoned before the Epsom magistrates on 
the 5th inst. for exposing for sale a number of haddocks 
which were unwholesome, at Sutton on August 23rd. Mr. 
Pettiver prosecuted on behalf of the Local Authority, and 
remarked that in these days of cholera and other epidemics it 
was important that matters of this kind should be looked after. 
James Keal, sanitary inspector of Sutton, deposed to seizing 
83 haddocks, all of which were condemned and subsequently 
destroyed. They were so ‘‘high’’ that to avoid the stench 
persons passed over to the other side of the road. Defendant 
did not appear, and it was stated that he had given a false 
address. The magistrates imposed a fine of 3os., or 14 days. 


MEAT. 


Henry Westcott, of Northmolton, butcher, was summoned 
by William Charles Shier, at the Southmolton borough Petty 
Sessions, with having a quantity of meat in the market which 
was unfit for the food of man, William Charles Shier stated 
that he was inspector of nuisances for the borough of South- 
molton. On the 2oth of August he was sent for to go into the 
market to see some meat. On going there and visiting defen- 
dant’s stall he saw a large quantity of beef under the stall, 
and some on the floor; it was of a bad colour, and smelt. very 
bad. He sent for the medical officer of health and the Mayor, 
both of whom condemned it as unfit for food, and he had it 
destroyed. There were 144 pounds unpacked, and 192 pounds 
not unpacked, Albert Hind, medical officer of health, stated 
that on being sent for he visited defendant's stall in the 
market. He examined some meat that was there, and found 
it a very bad colour, and the smell very offensive, and he at once 
condemned it as unfit for human food, and ordered it to be 
destroyed. The weather had been very hot, and being foreign 
meat that had been frozen it would very soon become unfit for 
food. William Bulled, market-bailiff, said that he saw the 
meat arrive on the day in question, and noticed the very bad 
smell which came from the package, but did not see any of 
the meat sold. He ‘cried’’ round the town by order of 
defendant that the meat was for sale. Defendant, in answer 
to the charge, stated that the meat, which was New Zealand 
beef, should have reached him on Saturday morning at eight 
o’clock, but was delayed by the railway company until the 
afternoon ; consequently, and owing to the very hot weather, 
some parts of ithad gone bad. He took some of it back to 
the station-master, who told him to do the best he could with 
it. He sold some of the good parts, and received no com- 
plaints about it. That which had gone bad he had no inten- 
tion of selling. The Bench was unanimously of opinion that 
the case had been proved, the Chairman remarking that they 
considered the offence a very serious one, and they were bound 
to protect the public. They should inflict a fine of £5 and 
costs, together £6 13s. 6d. 

At the Bristol Police Court on the 11th, Charles Packer, of 
Richmond Street, Barton Hill, was summoned for exposing 
diseased meat for sale. Mr. Wise, who prosecuted, stated that 
on August 19th one of the Sanitary Authority’s inspectors (Mr. 
Dent) visited the defendant’s premises, and seized four quarters 
of a cow, which he believed to be unsound. The meat was 
examined by Mr. Cave, veterinary surgeon, who certified that 
the cow had suffered from tuberculosis. Mr. Dent was the 
first witness, and he deposed to seizing the meat. The defen- 
dant told him that the meat belonged to a man named Upton. 
Evidence for the defence was given by Upton, who said that 
the defendant had nothing to do with the case beyond lending 
him the stable. He only gave £1 for the cow, and she was not 
intended for human food. The magistrates considered the case 
proved, and fined the defendant £20 and costs. 


FRUIT. 


At the West London Police Court, on the roth, Elizabeth 
Davies, of Devonshire-street. Chiswick, appeared to answer a 
summons for exposing for sale a quantity of apples which 
were seized by John Henry Clarke, the sanitary inspector, who 
conveyed them to the court, where they were condemned, Mr. 
John Haynes defended, and took a technical objection. The 
proper notice, he said, had not been given. Mr. Finnis, clerk 
of the Chiswick Local Board, said the summons was not taken 
out under the Food and Drugs:Act. It was taken out under 
the Public Health Act, which did not refer toany notice. Mr. 
F. C. Dodsworth, the medical officer of health, who examined 
the apples, said they were unfit for food, and, if eaten, might 
have produced serious illness. The apples were rotten and 
decayed. Mr. Haynes said the apples were windfalls, and 
purchased of the owner of an orchard in the neighbourhood. 
Mr. Curtis-Bennett said the inspector was quite right to seize 
the apples when there was a fear of cholera coming to the 
country. He fined the defendant 4os., with 2s. costs, 
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ITEMS OF INTEREST. 





THE Bristol grocers have met and passed the following 
resolution, 7e Mr. Flavin’s amendment to the Margarine Act : 
—‘‘That this committee recommends that any such amend- 
ment as proposed be opposed; and that we recommend the 
trade associations to urge upon the local authorities the 
importance of impartially enforcing the Margarine Act; and 
further, that if the local authorities decline to take action, 
each association is recommended to undertake prosecutions in 
flagrant cases.’’ This resolution has a merit not possessed by 
that of the Manchester grocers recorded in our last issue ; it 
aims at being honest. All the same, the effort to stop the sale 
of margarine as butter will be just as futile as Mrs. Partington’s 
famed effort to stop the on-rush of the Atlantic with her mop 


unless a Bill of the nature of Mr. Flavin’s be passed by the- 


House of Commons. Margarine is coloured its butter tint for 
purposes of deception. The substance should be sold in its 
natural colour, as in Denmark, and then the public who want 
margarine would know that they get it, whilst those who want 
butter would be protected from having margarine palmed off 
upon them as butter. To our thinking, the grocers opposing the 
amended Margarine Act are signally ill-advised, and are 


_ injuring their reputations for honesty. For this attitude their 


trade journals are to a large extent responsible. They are 
crammed with advertisements of margarines, of butter mixtures, 
and of adulterated articles of every kind, and their teaching, 
dominated by self-interest, is venal to the lowest degree. We 
believe that it is not worthy of the character of the grocers of 
this country that they should be passing resolutions daily in 
favour of fraud. Neither is it to their interest to encourage 


_adulteration in any form ; and it is high time the grocers, as a 


body, gave some serious study to the question. They would 
quickly see the mean, sordid motives of their so-called 
trade journals in egging the various \federations on to the 
defence of dishonesty. Their trade\ journals are reaping 
colossal fortunes out of the advertisements of manufacturers 
of adulterated articles, and as such manufacturers pay the 
piper, the trade journals find it to their interest to let their 
paymasters call the tune. This, in a nutshell, is the whole and 
sole reason of the resistance to an amended-Margarine Act, 
and, we repeat, is utterly unworthy of the grocers of this 
country. 





THE Belfast Morning News, commenting on the careless- 
ness of the local sanitary authorities, says :—- 


We would like to seea little more of the vigilance of the Liverpool 
authorities imported into Belfast, and that our local authorities were 
equally prompt in taking steps to put an end to the nuisances arising 
from the manufacture of offensive products, which is carried on in 
various parts of the city of Belfast. We understand that complaints 
have been made to the sanitary department in reference to these 
nuisances, and that no action has been taken—at least no action of such 
a kind as to impress the magistrates in the Police-court with the 
gravity of the situation. 


We cordially agree with our contemporary’s complaint. 
The stenches in Belfast are so many and powerful that it is 
hard to tell which is the worst. The Lagan, at Ormeau Park, 
emits as many and as varied a series of stinks as Cologne 
itself, and is a serious nuisance to those who frequent the park. 
The vile effluvias from manure works, etc., should not be 
permitted ; and, altogether, Belfast enjoys and merits the 
reputation of being municipally amongst the very worst 
managed and most corrupt places to be found in Ireland. 

THE Stratford-on-Avon Town Council held a meeting on 
the 13th inst. The Sanitary Committee reported that they had 
received a letter from the Warwickshire County Council, 
suggesting that their officers should take over the working of 
the Food and Drugs Act, and the committee had replied that 
in their opinion the Act would be much more efficiently 
worked by outside organisation. Communications had been 
received from the Local Government Board and the Warwick- 
shire County Council calling attention to the report of the 
medical officer of health as to certain insanitary arrangements 
in the courts, and also as to the drainage of Shottery. The 
board were informed that the defects had been remedied to 
some extent, and that the question of the Shottery drainage 
was under consideration. The Water Committee reported 
that, having regard to the probable necessity of frequent 
resort to some auxilliary source of supply, they had ascer- 
tained the cost of boring, and had instructed the surveyor to 
pursue investigations as to the probability of finding suitable 
water from an underground source, and to report further 
thereon, 





THE Daily News says :—‘‘ Snails of the kind that feed on 
vines are counted a delicacy in France, but as this species 
feeds also on deadly nightshade, they should not, our Paris 
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correspondent says, be eaten until some time after being 
gathered, It appears that snails found in vines treated with 
sulphate of copper to protect them from phylloxera are yet 
more dangerous, A family of four persons named Veziat, 
living at Béziers, were on Tuesday poisoned by eating a dish 
of snails gathered in vines thus treated. Two died in a few 
hours, and two are still living, but are dangerously ill.’’ 

WE are glad to find that the attitude of the Manchester 
grocers’ federation upon the margarine question is not entirely 
supported by grocers in other parts of England. A Rochdale 
grocer writes, saying :—-‘‘ Those who sell it for butter should 
for the first and second offences be heavily fined, and for the 
third offence sent to prison without the option of a fine.’’ 
This grocer says one very sensible thing. ‘If all the 
margarine used were made in this country, our farmers would 


_make a quarter of a million pounds sterling annually more for 


their milk.’’ But why heavily fine the offending grocer for 
the second offence? A grocer convicted a second time of 
selling margarine as butter cannot plead ignorance of the 
law or of the fraud he is practising. In plain words, he is a 
mean thief. The proper place for a thief is a prison, and the 
sale of margarine as butter will never be effectually checked 
until offenders are sent to prison without the option of a fine. 





THIS grocer makes some very sweeping assertions respecting 
margarine, such as ‘‘all eminent scientists endorse it as being of 
great benefit to invalids, especially consumptive people”’ ; 
‘‘there is no article of food sold in this country which requires 
the same amount of cleanliness in preparation as margarine,’’ 
and like exaggerated and unwarranted statements. Unfortun- 


- ately some eminent scientists have been found to puff any sub- 


stances, but the majority of these are of that class of scientists 
who, however eminent their qualifications and abilities, are 
well known to their professional brethren to be willing at any 
time to sell their names and honour, and to write advertising 
puffs for any rubbish for ‘‘a consideration,’’ They belong to 
the class of scientists who are in the pay of, and bound body 
and soul to, various trade organisations, and who can be relied 
upon at any time for ‘‘a consideration’’ to use their 
unquestioned skill to shield their employers from punishment, 
however great be the adulteration fraud that honest public 
analysts strive to put down. Their existence and pernicious 
influence is a grave scandal, and it has long been to us a 
matter of wonder that the association that expunged Dr. T. 
R. Allinson’s name from the Medical Register for what it 
denominated infamous conduct unbecoming his profession 
should have shut its eyes to this well-known advertising 
venality on the part of so many of its members. 





As regards such members of the Society of Public Analysts 
as belong to this ring of supporters of commercial fraud, the 
council will do well if it puts some of the most®notorious 
offenders upon their trial, and on due proof of guilt being 
forthcoming, take steps to expel them from membership of the 
society. A few examples thus made of the worst culprits 
would have a very beneficial effect, and it is every day 
becoming more and more evident that such examples are 
sorely needed. 





ALMOST every week cases are reported of mistakes made in 
medicines ; poisons are continually causing death, sometimes 
from not being properly labelled, at other times from being 
accidentally administered. Labelling ‘‘ Poison”? is by no 
means what is wanted to prevent these accidents. It should 
be compulsory that all poisons be made up in specially-shaped 
bottles. Ifa triangular-shaped one were generatly adopted, 
that shape would be known as used only for poisons, and 
mistakes such as occur from using the wrong bottles in the 
night would be prevented. 





SPANISH capers are largely imported and sold as French 
capers, at least 15 per cent. of the total imports being 
Spanish, which are afterwards labelled ‘‘ French Capers.”’— 
Extract from Discusston at the Preserved Food Trade 
Section of the London Chambcr of Commerce Meeting, at 
Botolph House, Eastcheap, August 10th, 1891. 





THE Royal Commission on the London Water Supply will 
resume its sittings early next month. 





MEDICUS, writing to the PalZ AfZall Gazette on the 15th, 
calls attention to a most important question :— 


While the attention of the public is drawn to the Duke of York’s 
trousers, let me offer your readers the experience of an East-end 
doctor on match-box making and scarlet fever. I frequently, in the 
course of my visits amongst my poor patients, enter a room in which 
a child is suffering from scarlet fever, when the floor of the room 
and the patient’s bed itself are covered with match-boxes in all stages 
of manufacture. Think of it, smokers and householders! the pretty 
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little box which holds your lights, fusees, or ‘‘safety’’ matches may 
carry m re fever germs on its six paper-covered sides than the 19,000 
which you tell us to-night were contained in the Cuban bank notes. 
What a perfect ‘‘nidus’’ for a zymotic disease is a damp match-box 
with its newly pasted sides! handled by the mother and brothers and 
sisters of the patient in the bed, whose area is handy for drying 
purposes, in a living room where space is precious, Frequently the 
doctor is not called in till the case is desquamating; then the fine 
scales float in the room and slowly settle on the damp boxes; then 
they are securely fixed to the paper; then this is rubbed in the 
pocket after being filled with matches and sold to the public, the 
vigorous little germs are liberated by the friction, and they start again 
on their searcn for victims, and so help to keep the fever hospitals 
crowded, to the great disgrace of our sanitary system. 





AT a recent meeting of Leith Town Council, Mr. Baxter 
directed attention to the fact that a minute of the Public 
Health Committee contained an analysis of several articles of 
adulterated food. Why were they not given the grocer’s or 
seller’s name ? It said the article or margarine belonged to a 
grocer in Couper Street. There were many shopkeepers there, 
and they all lay under the stigma of supplying these things. 
They ought to have the seller’s name. The Provost said that 
the Public Health Committee would keep that in view. Mr. 
Manclark thought it a very proper thing, as many respectable 
merchants in various streets suffered from a report like that 
finding circulation. The public ought to be protected from 
those parties who where selling these adulterated articles. 
The Provost said that the Sanitary Inspector unfortunately did 
not take proper steps to give them ground for going against 
the man, or certainly they would have taken steps. They were 
better to be sure of all their facts before they went that length. 
Mr. Baxter said that the article referred to was not butter but 
margarine. Bailie Archibald asked what price was paid for 
it. Someone said 6d.a pound. Bailie Archibald said that in 
that case they could not run the risk of a prosecution, more 
particularly when they were not sure of their facts, without 
exposing themselves to an action for damages. Mr. Kinnaird 
said there was another article in the list called chewing-gum, 
which was greatly consumed by boys and girls of the town, 
and especially the poorest of them. In it there was a large 
amount of gutta-percha—a substance which would not digest 
in the stomach. The Provost pointed out that the analyst 
simply said that it contained a substance of the nature of 
gutta-percha. 





THE St. Pancras authorities are in many things very active, 
and it is therefore in no unfriendly spirit that we say that a 
little more diligence in the removal of sewage appears to be 
necessary. Mortimer Market, off Tottenham Court Road, 
had sewage lying for some hours last week before the shop 
door of a tradesman, waiting for the scavenger’s cart to come 
along to rémove it. Were it an isolated instance we would 
not refer to it, but itis of common occurrence in the St. Pancras 
least-known thoroughfares. It only needs closer attention and 
a little more effective organisation to remedy the grievance. 
These occurrences annoy tradesmen and public alike, and 
however well sewage may be covered with disinfectant, they 
are not only unpleasant but unnecessary. 

ON the 13th inst., at a meeting of the Court of Sewers at 
Guildhall, at which Alderman Treloar presided, Dr. Sedgwick 
Saunders, the medical officer of health for the City, said that 
during the vacation of seven weeks the City had maintained a 
high standard of health, the average weekly mortality having 
been lower by one-third than the average weekly figures 
furnished bv the Registrar-General for the Metropolis 
generally. No less than 1,072 houses had been inspected, 
and 169 notices to cleanse and limewash lodgings had been 
served. All the roadways, courts, alleys, etc., had been 
thoroughly and constantly cleansed, and the pavements 
deodorised and kept clean. Should an outbreak of cholera 
arise in the City, 20 beds for cholera cases had been reserved 
at St. Bartholomew’s Hospital, and a temporary hospital 
structure or marquee would be erected on a large site of 
vacant ground in Golden Lane. 





A GATESHEAD Correspondent says :— 


The Gateshead Corporation should take as their motto ‘How 
not to do it.’? To the many charges of neglect that have appeared in 
your columns lately let me add one or two more. Three separate 
attempts have been made during the last week or so to put in order a 
drain in Bottle Bank. Each time as much delay as possible in getting 
through the work seems to have been the leading idea, and in spite of 
there being a horrible stench to salute the hundreds of people passing, 
disinfectants of any kind have been conspicious by their absence. The 
steps leading from Bankwell-lane to Pipewellgate are allowed to remain 
dirty, and the walls on either side, which are supposed to be periodically 
whitewashed, are permitted to go undone for a longer period than usual, 
in view of the near proximity of cholera probably. Near the stone 
bridge crossing the Team at the foot of Bensham Bank tons of midden 














refuse have been dumped down in a field skirted by the public road. 
The evil smelling spot is bad enough now, but as it will, in the near 
future, be wanted for building sites in all probability, the question 
arises—Could municipal criminality go further ? 





ENGLAND has long enjoyed the distinction of being the 
healthiest country in Europe, and at present her death-rate is 
probably the lowest in the world. The consumption of soap 
in England is greater than in all the rest of Europe. 


SS SSDS 
SOME DRUG ADULTERATIONS. 


OF the myriad forms adulteration takes, drug adulteration 
must be reckoned as at once the most heartless and despic- 
able. The skill of the ablest physician is baffled by it, and 
the evil has grown to be so extensive that medical men have 
to insist upon their prescriptions being made up by certain 
firms whose drugs are known to be in every case prepared 
according to the standard of the pharmacopeeia. 

Sir Chas. A. Cameron, M.D., chanced some time ago to 
make an analysis of a large parcel of Glauber’s salt, and 
found no less than 8 grains of arsenious acid to the pound. 
As he said: ‘‘Suppose that a corresponding magnesium 
compound were to be freely sold? Some persons are in the 
habit of taking from one ounce to an ounce and a half of 
‘salts’ every morning before breakfast. Assessing this at 
one ounce, it would mean that they were swallowing fifteen 
grains of ‘ white arsenic’ in the course of a calendar month 
-—always supposing that they managed to live to the end of 
the month.’’ 

Dr. Sang, in November, 1891, recorded a case of fatal 
poisoning by Epsom salts, and several other cases of death 
from using this drug are recorded. 

Almond flavouring was found to contain a most deadly 
poison—prussic acid—and at Leicester a boy was poisoned 
by it. 

Mie Ellwood, F.C.S., A.I.C., who has laboured assiduously 
to secure uniformity and purity in drugs, complained recently 
of the fact that inorganic chemicals, organic chemicals, and 
general drugs had, many of them, the most varying results ; 
ane. _as to purity, the standard was in several cases mis- 
eading. - 

Samples of reduced iron that he had analysed had 3 per 
cent. to 23 per cent. of metallic iron, whilst the British 
Pharmacopeeia standard was 50 percent. That a purchased 
sample contained but 3 per cent. shows the extent of fraud 
practised in the drug trade. Of asafcetida, Mr. Ellwood 
came across a sample that contained only 5 per cent. of the 
genuine drug. Opium was adulterated, Egyptian having on 
an average a morphine strength of 4 to 6 per cent.; but 
Smyrna opium ranges from 13 to 19 per cent. of morphine, 
whilst Persian contains from 8 to 14 per cent., a sufficient 
difference to cause danger in prescribing the drug. 

Spurious sarsaparilla is regularly on sale in the market. 
Balsam of copaiba, which has none of the properties of the 
true copaiba, is imported and sold as genuine. 

At a meeting of the Chemists’ Assistants’ Association, 
Mr. C. E. Sage gave the results of an analysis of seidlitz 
powders purchased indiscriminately from stores, grocers, 
and chemists. He found them grossly adulterated—two con- 
taining lead. 

Of tincture of hyoscami, it had been found beautiful in 
appearance, but for effect it might have been tincture of 
cabbage. 

Mr. Helbing, speaking of narcotic herbs, said that what 
was imported into this country from Germany was rubbish. 

Precipitate of sulphur is adulterated with sulphate of lime, 
and sulphate of lime has been found fatal by forming concre- 
tions in the bowels. 

Scammony cannot be relied on as a purgative, on account 
of adulteration with resin, chalk, and starch. 

Essential oil of lemons has been found to contain one-third 
to one-half spirits of turps. 

Saffron has been bought that consisted of fine shreds of 
onions, dried and artificially coloured ; andalso of the powder 
of sweet cayenne, or paprika, made adherent to the styles by 
honey. Of this latter adulterant there was in some samples 
60 to 70 per cent. 

Castor oil is at times made of common oil and cotton oil. 

Cayenne pepper has been found adulterated with red lead. 

The above instances of fraud and impurities in drugs show 
how well-founded is the complaint of the Local Government 
Board that ‘‘The number of samples of drugs examined, 
though greater than in any previous year, was, in our opinion, 
scarcely commensurate with the importance to the community 
of securing the genuineness of medicines.’’ Yet it is not 
overstating the case‘to say that in the majority of the counties 
and boroughs throughout England not one sample has been 
taken for analysis for years past. ct ; 
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INFECTION IN ICE CREAM. 


A CRI EHY TRADE. 


‘THE filthy compounds which are vended in the streets of our 


public towns, by Italians chiefly, under the name of ice cream, 
are beginning to attract the attention of local authorities by 


the harm they do to the children who eat them. But it is also 
becoming clear that they are a source of danger not only to 


the street children who buy them, but also to the public at 
large, owing to the infection which they are liable to contain. 
The harmful effects of these vile compounds was shown in the 
case afew weeks ago ofa boy who died at Islington, London, from 
eating ice cream. ‘The boy’s mother said she learnt from her 
son’s companions that he had freely eaten cheap ice creams 
bought of a vendor in the street. 
He was very fond of ice creams, 
and she had cautioned him against them, but she feared in 
vain. Dr. McAuslane said the consumption of ice creams 
when the deceased was probably hot owing to the recent warm 
weather would be likely to produce a chill, and set up the 
peritonitis and inflammation of the bowels which caused 
A conversation ensued between the coroner and the 
jury as to the habits and methods of the Italians who sell 
cheap ice creams. Ultimately the jury found that death was 
due to acute peritonitis and inflammation of the bowels, ‘‘ the 
result probably of indiscretions of diet,’’ and suggested to the 
sanitary authorities that some systematic inspection should be 
made of the places where ices are manufactured, especially of 
the manufactories of the ices sold in the street. 
The British Medical Fournal, in commenting on the case, 
said :— 
‘‘ The result of an inquest held by Dr. Danford Thomas on 
a boy who died after free eating of cheap ice creams bought of 
a vendor in the street, is particularly noteworthy at the present 
moment. It should be remembered that towards the end of 
fast year a serious outbreak of enteric fever occurred in the 
south-east of London, and that it was found by Mr. George 
Turner, Lecturer on Public Health at Guy’s Hospital, who 
taade the inquiry, to be due to the distribution of infected ice 
creams by Italians living at Mill Lane, Deptford. The pre- 
walence of enteric fever is the measure of the liability to cholera. 
The suggestion of the jury this week to the sanitary authorities 
was that some systematic inspection should be made of the 
places where ices are manufactured, especially of the manu- 
factories of the ices sold in the streets. If the general pro- 
visions of the Public Health (London) Act were more efficiently 
enforced in regard to places in which food is prepared for 
sale, the dangers might be considerably alleviated. In his 
report Mr. Turner mentioned one singular anomaly. He 
found that ‘a woman living in clean premises had been de- 
barred from selling milk, the daily sales averaging a quart, 
whilst on the opposite side of the road a man living in shock- 
ing dint and filth was distributing the same article diluted with 
water from his water-closet cistern at the rate of many gallons 
every day, a person reputed to be suffering from enteric fever 
being in his house at the time.’ Mr. Turner’s report, which 
was made to the County Council, was to be sent to every 
anitary authority in London. It may be hoped it will lead 


them to direct special attention to places in which food is 


prepared for sale,”’ 

We now learn that the combined vestries of Holborn and 
Clerkenwell are having an examination made of the filthy 
rookeries in their districts. That such filthy dwellings have 
been allowed to exist in their present disgraceful state for so 
many years, shows how little the London vestries care for 
public health. Another death during the past week has once 
more directed public attention to this evil. It is now a ques- 
tion for the authorities. 
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Zo the Editor of Food, DRUGS, AND DRINK. 


S1R,—In your article on Butterine in the last number of 
your journal a Customs examination of butter is recommended. 
I would like to point out the great difficulties that are in the 
way of such examination. 

Butter being commercially a highly perishable article cannot 
possibly be examined by the Customs like tea before it is dis- 
tributed, as by the time the analysis is made and a permit to 
pass given the value for eating purposes would be very 
small. As genuine butter goes bad much more quickly than 
margarine, or even than mixtures, it follows that the importer 
of genuine butter would be put to great loss by such bond- 
analysis. In the case of tea, which is so satisfactorily dealt 
with by the Customs authorities, the look and the taste of the 
samples often suffice to form an opinion, and comparatively 
few samples, therefore, need be actually analysed—for, after 
all, 937 samples analysed in 1890 under the Food Acts by the 
Customs represent but an infinitesimal fraction of the parcels 
of tea sold in England. In the case of butter, however, 
the look and taste are no guides at all, as many of the 
most experienced judges of butter are often incapable of 
tasting even 40 or 50 per cent. of margarine. Hence a very 
large proportion of all imported butters would have to be 
analysed, and this, in my opinion, owing to the nature of 
butter, is impracticable. 


I am, yours, etc., 
AN ANALYST. 
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NOTICE TO ADVERTISERS. 





No advertisement of any Foods, Drugs, or Drinks, 
of the purity of which the Editor and Consulting 
Analyst are not satisfied, will be permitted to appear 
in this Journal; and should the Consulting Analyst 
discover that any advertised substance is impure, 
worthless, adulterated, or injurious to public health, 
such advertisement will be excluded from our Columns. 


Quantitative and qualitative analyses of every kind 
undertaken by the Consulting Analyst. 


For terms write 
Consulting Analyst, c/o Editor, 
Foop, Drucs, AND DRINK, 
183, Strand, London, W.C. 
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The Medical Profession are respectfully requested to advise their Patients to order 
D rey CONE STAR” ATVI 
7 ’ | “THREE STAR” Boa 


It is false economy to buy bad Brandy, and when employed for Medicinal 
purposes it is even dangerous to do so. Doctors and patients should ensure the 
quality of their Cognac by ordering 


MARTELL’S .-.-. BRANDY, 


OF ALL WINE MERCHANTS AND GROCERS. 











WHISKY vor rHx GOUTY AND DIABETIC. 





FINEST OLD SCOTCH ~ 


CAV FE N [.) S L4 (l6 YEARS OLD) 
(SPECIAL DIETETIC) W. | | S KY . 


Bonpep anD BotTriep BY 
CAVENDISH, EDENBOROUGH & CO., 4, CULLUM STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


A Blend of the finest Matured Whiskies, containing no sugar or fusel oil, with the highest 
percentage of the aromatic ethers produced by age. 


This has been specially selected, on the suggestion of Medical Men, to meet the demand for a 
Whisky which can be safely indulged in by sufferers from Gout, Rheumatism, Diabetes, or Dyspepsia. 


Price 54/- per Dozen, net Cash. 











GOLD MEDAL, LONDON, 1885. 
GOLD MEDAL, BRUSSELS EXHIBITION, 1888. VEUVE MONNIER CHAM PAGNE. 


DIPLOMA OF HONOUR (Highest Award), FOOD EXHIBI- 


TION, 1889. SPECIAL CUVEE VINTAGE, 1884. 
MEREDITH &G DREW NO FINER CAN BE HAD AT ANY PRICE 
(AMALGAMATED), ; To BE HAD OF ALL WiNnE MERCHANTS. 


HIGH-CLASS BISCUITS & CAKES, 


ESPECIALLY ADAPTED FOR LICENSED VICTUALLERS, 


HOTEL PROPRIETORS, & REFRESHMENT CONTRACTORS. VEUVE MONNIER ET SES FILS. 


Their various manufactures are made from the finest material, RUE DU COMMERCE, EPERNAY. 
and manipulated by machinery of the highest order. 





Vans TO ALL Parts Darby. Lonpon OFFICcEs : 


Office and Works:-SHADWELL, E. 9, GREAT TOWER STREET, E.C. 


PRICE LISTS ON APPLICATION. 
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SUBSCRIPTION 6s. 6d. PER ANNUM 
Post FREE. 
PRICE ONE niapkices 


Crosse & Blackwell’ Ss 
PICKLES, SAUCES, MALT VINEGAR 


JAMS, SOUPS, & POTTED MEATS 


MAY BE OBTAINED FROM ALL GROCERS THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. 
CROSSE & BLACKWELL, LIMITED, SOHO SQUARE, LONDON. 


Cadbury’s Cocoa Essence. 


The Manufacturers of this Preparation of Cocoa claim that it 


IS ABSOLUTELY PURE, 


And that it has no superior in the market, as far as Wholesomeness, Purity, Economy 
and Agreeableness go. 


Many of the Dutch Cocoas, with which the English market is flooded, are preparations of Cocoa 
combined with strong and injurious alkalies, and are, therefore, not wholesome ; while they are not so 
cheap as they are represented to be, because, when mixed wi thwater, they give in plain English 4 
SOAP, the alkalies helping to give an appearance of fictitious strength. CADBURY BROTHERS earnestly 
appeal to the Medical Profession to discountenance the use of these foreign, adulterated, perfumed 
Cocoas, and to encourage the consumption of pure home-made preparations, like their Cocoa Essence, 
which has received the “unqualified support of large numbers of eminent Physicians and Surgeons. 


* MILKMAID 


ge ConpENSED MILK 
ke Largest Sale in the World. 
ea) The Original and the Best. 
Contains the Most Cream. 























HIGHEST AWARDS 
WHEREVER EXHIBITED. 
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TRADE MARK. 


“The “SO-ALL” | 
LOCKSTITCH SEWING MACHINE. | 


BEST. CHEAPEST, 
I(s. CHEAPEST. 


PRESS OPINIONS :— 
The “Times,” April 14, 1891.— 

SO- A | [| ‘So-All’ is a marvellous machine, 

, well and soundly constructed.” 

The “Lady,” August 27, 1891— 
SO- A LL. : “The ‘So-All’ is undoubtedly the 
cheapest and best sewing machine in 
the market. The machine is of 


\Walo: \ \ \ 2 oes 
\ | —— SO- A LL. the utmost interest to ladies and 
aly | ‘dm peilanthropista,. 
Weldon’ eine Dressmaker,” 
SO-ALL. August 8, 1891.—* A well-made and 
‘hae satisfactory inahd ine, per- 


fectly adapted for dressmaking and 
S O - A [ L. household use. It is really a wonder- 


ful machine for the price, and I would 
commend it to my young lady readers 
S O nf A [:. L Ye ee 
" “Dublin Freeman’s Journ al,’ 


August 8, 1891—* Well adapted for 
S O- A L L. domestic and the lighter manufactur- 
ing purposes.” 


“ Financial News.”—“ The ‘ So-All’ 
SO- ALL. is likely to ger rapid headway in 
public estimatio 


5K ~ PERFECT FAMILY SEWING MACHINE 
8, OXFORD STREET, S.W. 


CARBOLINE 


The Strongest Non-Poisonous > 
Pisintectant Kaew nm. 


























IT CONTAINS THE ACTIVE PRINCIPLES OF 
COAL TAR AND EUCALYPTUS. 


sf HENRY ELLISON, FCS. 


The Disinfectants Chenucal Works, 


CLE CK Ria ace 


BEST, CHEAPEST, 
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OUR LOOKING GLASS. 
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CHRISTIAN MILLION. : 
SOMERSET HOUSE is to blame for much of the adulteration 


_ which poisons English lives, and is doing serious damage to 


J 


English trade. It is a great pity that Gospel privileges do not 
suffice to keep people honest, and that the terrors of Sinai 
have to be reinforced by the dread of a policeman. But we 
must take human nature asit is made by a variety of influences 
including Adam’s fall. Our lively contemporary, entitled /o7. 
Drugs, and Drink, shows how remiss the Somerset House 
‘people have been. We regret to learn that the most adulterated 
of all British productions is beer! The authorities charged 
with carrying out the laws against adulteration positively 
encourage the manufacture of dishonest beer. ‘‘ There is no 
need to use malt,’’ we are told, ‘‘nor to use hops’’ in the 
manufacture of English beer. The Excise authorities make 
“no regulation as to the minimum strength; vou can add as 


much salt as you like, and injurious preservatives in any 


] 


amount to counteract the effects of bad brewing.” 


L { t Se Salt.07 
chloride of calcium,” is expressly mentioned by the people of 
Somerset House as necessary for brewing light beer. We com- 
_ mend these statements to those most concerned. From what 


- we hear and see, a pledge to drink no alcoholic beverage but 


a sound decoction of malt and hops, would be tantamount to 
a total abstinence pledge in most parts of England. 


‘ 


ACCRINGTON GAZETTE. 


THE following appears in food, Drugs, and Drink :—“The 
Accrington Town Council deserves to have its virtues recorded. 
It has appointed Dr. Monaghan medical officer of health at a 
salary of £80 per year, and Dr. Geddie police-surgeon at a 
salary of £15 per year. The salary of the medical officer is 
one that the Accrington ‘ Josiah Bounderbys’ would scarcely 
have the impudence to offer an ordinary clerk. Thirty shillings 





‘and ninepence per week for taking care of the health of a 


population like Accrington! As tothe police-surgeon's salary, 
its colossal magnitude is enough to take one’s breath away. 
‘Such, however, is the value ignorant, prosperous millowners 
place upon the services of cultured gentlemen. whose qualifica- 
tions are the result of years of study and great expense, and 
whose work is the most important for the welfare of the com- 
munity.’ We thought the view so forcibly expressed by our 
contemporary in T.ondon might possibly be shared by some 
people in Accrington, and it would. only be by demonstrating 
that such is the case that the Accrington ‘“‘ Josiah Bounderbys’’ 
—a new name, by the way, for Accrington Town Councillors— 
would be likely to be influenced. 


SS ESOS 


SUNDERLAND.—THE PUBLIC ANALYST. 


AND THE ADULTERATION ACTS. 





IN Sunderland in 1890, for a population of 135,000 and an 
area of 3,306 acres, a solitary sample of butter was analysed. 


- No samples whatever of sugar, mustard, confectionery, jam, 


tea, wine, beer, bread, or drugs were taken for analysis. As 
a natural consequence, this neglect of the Sunderland autho- 
rities for the protection of the people of that ill-managed town 
has fostered impositions of every kind. Concoctions contain- 
ing 45 per cent. sugar, 30 percent, starch, and 25 per cent. 
cocoa are sold freely as pure cocoa. Butter mixtures and 
margarines —many of them made from the filthiest offal and 
scourings of abattoirs—are sold everywhere as pure butter; the 
milk supply is watered with impunity ; American bacon and 
ham is sold as English or Irish produce, and in every way 
fraud, assisted by the local authorities, flourishes. We do not 
know the composition of this scandalous local authority, but 
we venture to assert that it is composed mainly of shopkeepers 
and shipowners, for the reason that we have seen the shops 
crammed with adulterated articles, and these frauds have 
gone on for years unchecked ; and that we have visited the 
ships and found victuals supplied for the sailors in Shields and 
Sunderland that it would be a shame to supply for pigs’ food. 
Energetic inspectors under the Food and Drugs Acts would 
be disagreeable to the venal gang who rule Sunderland and 
thrive on the plunder, or worse, of their unfortunate fellow- 
citizens. A public analyst who would have an interest in 
securing a pure food supply for Sunderland might give incon- 
venient certificates leading to well-merited punishment of 
many now much-respécted thieves ; his reports might cause 
more samples to be analysed than has been the case in the 
past, and the mean filchings of the petty swindler who 
defrauds the poor by selling sugar and starch at the price 


of cocoa, and margarine at the price of pure butter, be put an | 








end to. The action of the Sunderland Corporation is, there- 

fore, one.that might naturally be expected from such a body, 
It proposes to pay £5 extra to a medical officer of health to 

discharge, in addition to his duties of medical officer of 
health, those of public analyst for a borough of 135,000 

persons, Apart altogether from the mean insolence of this 

offer, the fact that a man may be an excellent medical officer 

of health, and be useless as a public analyst, for the reason 

that analyses of food, drinks, and drugs can only be thoroughly 

well done by those who make of such analyses a life study —a 

combined appointment of this nature has only one object, viz., 

to burke the Adulteration Acts. The duties of medical officer 

of health for a town of 135,000 inhabitants are sufficiently 

exacting to occupy the whole time of any conscientious official, 

and we approve heartily of the protest raised by the British 

Medical Fournal on September 24th. Our contemporary 

says :— 

The system of thrusting all sorts of extraneous duties on the 
shoulders of a medical officer of health is injurious to the public service 
as well as unjust to the officer. Mean and short-sighted persons may 
hug themselves with the belief that by adopting such a system the 
duties of distinct offices will be discharged for the lowest pay which 
can be given for only one of them, but it may be hoped that the time 
is not far distant when the fallacy of this notion will be rendered 
generally evident, and when local authorities will be compelled by law 
to separate the appointments referred to, and to attacha respectable 
salary to each of them. 

What time can a medical officer, with the care of the 
health of 135,000 persons on his shoulders, give to the im- 
portant question of the town’s food supply? As the British 
Metical Fournal says :— 

The two offices have nothing in common. They do not require the 
same training ; they do not demand the same personal qualities: while 
the proper discharge of the duties of either interferes mst prejudicially 
with the due performance of those of the other. 


Sunderland possesses able and public-spirited newspapers. 
We earnestly hope they will protest against the scandal of 
such an appointment. Should it, however, be persisted in, 
the Local Government Board would deserve well of the public 
by refusing to sanction the appointment. Times over the 
Local Government Board have protested against the manner 
in which the Food and Drugs Acts are deliberately ignored by 
local authorities. In their last report the Local Government 
Board say, ‘‘ We have in previous reports called attention to 
the neglect of the local authorities to carry out the provisions 
of the Acts, and we regret that in these and other cases the 
local bodies responsible are content to neglect the powers 
with which the Legislature has entrusted them for the pro- 
tection, not only of the consumers but of the honest tradesmen 
who deal only in unadulterated articles, and who are now 
exposed to the risk of being undersold by less scrupulous com- 
petitors, upon whom the enforcement of the Acts would 
operate as a useful check.’’ The fact that the Acts have 
for years past been deliberately ignored by the Sunderland 
Corporation ought of itself to lead the Local Government 
Board to refuse to sanction an appointment that would only 
tend to the continuance of this scandalous neglect. There 
also ought to be enough public spirit in Sunderland itself to 
emphatically condemn it. 

SS SSDS SD OES 

SEWAGE MANURE AS A POLLUTANT.—Dr. Bruce Low, the 
inspector appointed by the Local Government Board to inquire 
into the late outbreak and prevalence of typhoid fever and 
allied disorders at Lynn, has made an elaborate report, in 
which he traces the mischief entirely to contamination of the 
water supply of Lynn and Gaywood with the drainage from 
sewage-manured lands, and from premises on which the fever 
had prevailed. He describes the Gaywood river, above and 
below the intake, as being exceedingly liable to such pollution. 

‘‘MYRIADS OF BACTERIA.’’—At Castle Eden (Durham) 
Petty Sessions on Saturday, a number of persons residing 
at Easington were summoned at the instance of the 
Easington Rural Sanitary Authority, to show cause why 
certain wells should not be closed. A sample of the water 
obtained from the well situate on the greenin the latter parish 
had been sent to the public analyst, who reported that by a 
special microscopical examination he found myriads of bacteria, 
moving organisms of a most repulsive type, and much de- 
composing vegetable matter, while the residue also contained 
much mineral matter. The whole of the cases were adjourned 


‘for a fortnight in order that the wells might be cleansed 


in the first place, and that analyst certificates might be pro- 
duced as to the purity of the water. 
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ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 


MILK. 


On the 18th ult. at Llandaff Police-court (before Colonel Page and 
Mr. H. Williams), Joseph Coates, of Canton, a milk seller, was charged 
with selling milk adulterated with 15 per cent. of water. Super- 
intendent Wake said that on the 1gth of August last he met the 
defendant in Llandaff Road with his cart and cans, selling milk He 
purchased a pint of milk from defendant, and told him it was for 
analysing purposes. The milk was afterwards found to contain 15 per 
cent. of water. Defendant admitted the offence, but said he was not 
responsible for it, as he had bought the milk and didn’t know, but 
intended to prosecute the person he bought it of. A conviction had 
been proved against the defendant at Cardiff for the same offence. The 
Magistrates fined him and £3 costs. 


MARGARINE. 


Bernard Matterson, of Upper Dorset Street, was fined £5 at Dublin 
Police-court last Friday, for keeping margarine for sale without having 
it properly labelled. Notice of appeal was given. Susan M‘Sweeney, 
of Great Britain Street, was fined £5 for a similar offence. Mr. Mac 
Sheehy, law agent to the corporation, prosecuted. 

At Liverpool, on the 21st ult., John O’Neill, grocer, 12, Latimer 
Street, and James Hughes, 63, Tatlock Street, were each fined 5s. and 
costs for exposing margarine for sale without having it labelled. 


GIN. 

At Rugeley, last week, Elizabeth Dicken, landlady of the Malt Shovel 
Inn, Rugeley, was charged with supplying a customer with gin which 
was not of the quality demanded, on May r1gth and July 20th. Mr. 
Thompson, who oefended, objected to the summons for the first alleged 
offence, it being four months ago. Under Section 20 of the Food and 
Drugs Act, proceedings should be taken in the manner prescribed by 
the Summary Jurisdiction Act, which laid down that the summons 
should be within six months; but Section 10 of the Food and Drugs 
Act also said that the summons should be served ‘ with n a reasonable 
time,’’ and, in the case of perishable articles, within a period of 
twenty-eight days. The summons was only served on the previous 
Monday. Mr. Mortis, inspector under the Act. withdrew the sum- 
mons on the first charge. Mr. Thompson then laid an objection to 
the second summons, on the ground that the offence had not been 
sufficiently described according to the Act. The objection was over- 
ruled. Samuel Toy deposed to buying a pint of gin from a young 
woman in cha ge of the bar on July 2oth, for which he paid rs. 8d. 
He divided it into three portions in the usual way, and left one at the 
house, telling the young woman the samples had been taken for 
analysis. On analysis, Mr. Morris stated the gin proved to be 16 
per cent. below the statutory limit-of strength. Mr. Thomp:on urged 
that there was no evidence to show that the gin was served with the 
knowledge or by the authority of the defendant. A fine of 20s. and 
costs was inflicted. 


WHISKY. 


On the 22nd ult., at Mansfield, John Halifax, landlord of the Talbot 
Inn, Warsop, was summoned for selling adulterated whisky. Mr. 
Story proved purchasing whisky f om defendant, and he had received a 
report from the county analyst, to whom a sample had been submitted, 
to the effect that the spir.t contained 25 per cent. of added water 
beyond that allowed. Defendant pleaded ignorance of the adulteration. 
He was fined £10, including costs. 

At Bishop Auckland, Durham, last week, George Young, innkeeper, 
of Old Shildon, was charged, on the information of Mr. Thomas Dunn, 
inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, with adding more than the 
legal quantity of water to whisky which he r-tailed out to the public, 
on the 2nd ult. He was fined 13s. 6d., including costs. 


DRUGS. 


Joseph Hanson, herbalist, of Oakeswell Road, Wednesbury, was 
charged at that place, on the 23rd ult., with selling a drug which was 
not of the nature and quality asked for. On August gth William 
Grassham, assistant inspector, visited the defendant's shop and asked 
for 2 oz. of precipitated sulphur. He was served with an article by the 
defendant's wife, and, after paying 14d., told her that he had bought it 
to be analysed by the public analyst. The defendant then came into 
the shop and stated that his wife had served the arti le in ignorance, 
On the article being analysed it was found to contain 46-4 per cent. of 
sulphate of lime. Defendant's wife said her husband bad bad health, 
and could not leave the house. He wes not a chemist, and did not 
profess t» be one. Mr. Neville said a person who was not a chemist 
ought not to sell drugs. He imposed a fine of 4os. and costs. 

At West Bromwich, on the 22nd ult , John Vincent Webster, of the 
Supply Stores, 155, High Street, West Bromwich, was charged with 
selling a certain drug known as precipitated sulphir, which was not of 
the substance, nature, and quality of the article demanded. Mr. J. E. 
Morris, inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, prosecuted, and Mr. 
J. Clark defended. Mr. Morris said this was a case of considerable im- 
portance, as the point involved in the case was whether a chemist was 
authorised to sell one drug when he was asked for another. The 
practise, if allowed, might be attended with serious consequences. 
Harold Von Tromp deposed that on the 23rd of August he went into 
Mr. Webster’s shop and asked for 2 oz. of precipitate of sulphur, 
for which he paid twopence, being at the rate of Is. 4d. per pound. 
He handed it to Mr. Morris, who was outside the shop, and who 
informed Webster it was for analysis. Mr. Jones, analyst, deposed that 
the article in question contained, beside sulphur, 46: per cent. of sul- 
phate of lime. He also said that this was an article which would 











not be acknowledged by the British pharmacopceia, and that it would 
of less value than pure sulphur. For the defence an att2mpt was made 
to show that the pharmacopceia recognised the article, which was really 
an adulteration. The public analyst said this was not so, and he also 
pointed out that if he wentinto a shop and asked for precipitate of 
sulphur, he should get the pure article, and would have to make a 
special demand in order to get the adulterated article. It was further 
urged for the defence that there was no fraudulent intent on the part of. 
Mr. Webster, who knew it was purchased for analysis, inasmuch as he 
saw through a mirror Mr. Morris at the door. It was an article rarely ; 
called for, and the packet from which the article was supplied to the 
assistant he had only recently purchased. During the last two years 
Mr. M rris and h‘s assistants had purchased several articles from Mr. 
Webster, but no complaint had been made against any of them. Mr. — 
Webster was a man carrying on a Jarge trade, and sincerely desirous of 
trading fairly and honestly, and he supplied this article believing it to_ 
be the proper article. The Bench imposed a fine of 20s. and costs. 


—--sROK SSS 
ANALYSTS AND MAGISTRATES. 


THE following case is important as showing how loosely 
magistrates construe the Food and Drugs Acts :— 


Harry Taylor, of Thorness, Isle of Wight, was charged with selling 
adulterated milk. Inspector McLaughlin said that on the 12th August 
he met William Saunders selling milk for the defendant. Witness 
purchased a pint, and sent a sample to the analyst, whose certificate he 
handed in. The certificate stated that the sample contained 80 parts of 
milk and Io parts of water. Defendant said he was not satisfied with 
the analysis of Mr. Otto Hehner, so he sent the same sample which the 
inspector gave him on the day of the alleged offence to Mr. Arthur 
Angell, the analyst for Hampshire, and received the certificate 
(produced), which gave the constituent parts, and the conclusion Mr. 
Angell added, ‘‘I am of opinion that this is asample of genuine milk.” 
Defendant was then sworn, and gave evidence, in the course of which 
he bore out the statement he had previously made. The Bench dis-. 
missed the case. 


Commenting on the case, the /sle of Wight Express of 
the 24th says: 


From this conflict of opinion, I infer that whether a sample of milk 
is reported adulterated or free from adulteration, depends entirely on 
the standard of purity which the particular analyst to whom it has been 
submitted may think right to set up. If this is so, it ought to be 
altered, and a definite and recognised standard set up; if it is not so, 
how came it that in this case the two analysts arrived at exactly 
opposite conclusions? The matter certainly requires looking into, for 
it affects a large number of men, who, notwithstanding that they have 
long been a butt for the feeble shafts of shallow wits, are as honest and 
honourable in their dealings as any other class of tradesmen can claim 
to be. 


The opinions of the Zsle of Wight Express are well mean- 
ing, but faulty in several respects. Firstly, the magistrates 
had no right to admit as evidence the certificate of Mr. Angell. 
Under the. Food and Drugs Act the certificate of ze public 
analyst for the district is evidence, but not that of ay public 
analyst. The certificate of Mr. Angell was, therefore, not 
legal evidence, and the magistrates in accepting it without. 
even calling upon Mr. Angell to substantiate his certificate, 
gave an extraordinary manifestation of ignorance of the law. 
Secondly, no evidence whatever was tendered that the sample ~ 
analysed by Mr. Angell was identical with the sample taken 
by the inspector. It might have happened in this case, as it 
has happened in many others, that the samples were entirely 
different. The vendor could have sent a sample of genuine 
milk to Mr. Angell, and, by this simple dodge have got off 
scot free. We donot mean to imply that such was done in 
this case, but magistrates, by admitting as legal evidence 
certificates not recognised by the Food and Drugs Acts, and by 
taking no steps to assure themselves that the sample sent ‘to 
the independent analyst is identical with that forming the 
subject of the prosecution, not only give opportunities to 
offenders to abuse the Acts, but cast suspicions, as unmerited 
as they are unjustifiable, on the capabilities of public analysts. 
We call public attention to this case, not, as we have before 
said, in any way implying that the samples sent to Dr. Hehner 
and Mr. Angell were not identical, but because times over 
analysts have had samples sent to them differing entirely from 
the samples on which prosecutions have been brought, and 
their analyses have been used, not only to shield adulteration, 
but to cast doubts upon the skill of their professional brethren. 
The analyst receiving a private sample has no means of know- 
ing for what purpose his certificate will be used, and if the 
magistrates in cases of conflicting certificates do not call the 
analysts giving them, they ought to at least take the trouble 
to understand the Acts they administer and refuse to admit 
such certificates as evidence. We commend this to the atten- 
tion, not only of the Thorness magistrates, but to their con- 
fréres throughout the country. 
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-VESTRIES AND MEDICAL. 
OFFICERS OF HEALTH. 





ROM the report in the /z/ham Chronicle of an unseemly 
wrangle on the part of an ignorant faction of the Sanitary 
Committee of the Fulham Vestry anxious to harass the 

medical officer of health and make his position unendurable, 
and.an earnest effort of several self-respecting members of 
the same committee who appear to understand their obliga- 
tions to the community, we see that zeal on the part of a 
medical officer of health is, in the eyes of some of the members, 
an unpardonable offence. We extract the following from the 
report :— 

The Chairman announced that Mrs. Vincer, between whom and Dr. 
Cooney a serious misunderstanding has recently arisen, wished to see the 
Sommittee. Mrs. Vincer lives at 03, Brookville Road, and she suggests 
that Dr. Cooney induced her to remove her child, which was ill of fever, 
to the hospital by intimidation. 

When admitted Mrs. Vincer appeared to be rather excited, and her 
remarks were in the first instance indistinctly heard. 

_ A number of questions were put to Mrs. Vincer bearing on her com- 
plaint that Dr. Cooney threatened to inform her husband’s employers 
if she did not remove the child. 

Mr. Thomas: Did you by any means, verbally or written, give the 
medical officer to understand that you didn’t wish the child removed ?— 
Yes; but I was afraid Dr. Cooney would communicate with my hus- 
band’s employers. I thougbt he might lose his employment. 

You took means to let the doctor know that it would be against your 
wish that the child should be removed ?--Yes. 

Who informed the medical officer ?>—My brother. 

Mr. Proudman : How do you know he did, Mrs. Vincer P—He said 

















Your only evidence, then, is belief >—Yes. I have my husband’s 
and brother's word. 
Mr. Lawrence, who belongs to the faction which continually 
manifests an anxiety to harass the medical officer, whether he be right 
_ or wrong, coolly asked Mr. Proudman if he were asking his questions 
in the interest of the medical officer or the parish at large. 

Mr. Proudman : I ask the question as a vestryman, and one anxious 

to get at the bottom of this matter. 
_ Mr. March: Your brother told you that he told the medical officer, 
Mrs. Vincer ?>—Yes. 
_ The Chairman: This is only hearsay. 
Mr. March: Well, hearsay or not, it is the remark of the brother and 
the husband. Is it not a fact that this child contracted scarlet fever 
from a child after it was sent home from a hospital as cured ?—I don’t 
know. The child told me, however, that his feet were peeling. 

Mr. Drew: Dr. Cooney says that when you went away you were 

quite grateful to him. Is that so?—No. I felt very hurt by the 
contemptible manner in which I was treated. 

_ Mr. March: How did Mr. Croucher behave when he came to the 
house ?—Most gentlemanly . 

And how did Dr. Cooney behave? 
to express your feelings ? 

_ A Member: Order; is this sort of thing to go on, sir? 

Mr. Marks said the Fulham Vestry were being degraded by Mr. 
March and his friends, who were making frantic but fruitless efforts to 
interfere with a public office. 

Mr. March: I beg pardon—— 

_ Mr. Marks: Oh, we all know that Mr. March is allowed to say 
whatever he pleases —— 

Mr. March: A point of order —— 

’ Mr. Marks: Mr. March asks his absurd questions, and when he is 
about to be answered he rises and endeavours to stop all criticism. 
_ Mr. Thomas: What is this about a letter in the box? Is it the box 
in this hall ? : 

Mrs. Vincer: Yes; Dr. Cooney said, ‘‘ You must consent to the 
removal of the child, or the letter will be sent to your husband’s em- 
_ployers.” 

_ Mr. Hemingway: Was the child isolated ? 

Dr. Cooney: Yes, and the isolation was not questioned by me. The 
point in my mind was whether the husband of this lady should go to 
and from the house, and probably communicate the disease to some- 

body else. There is another child ill at 55, Brookville Road, and it no 
doubt has got it from this family. The medical man attending there 
is to blame, and you should bring him to book—not me. 

The Chairman said there was no doubt that the child was properly 
isolated, but the woman had vacillated over and over again. At one 
“moment she wanted the child to stay, at another to go to the hospital. 

Mr. March : I'd like to ask Dr. Cooney whether he always acts in 

this way when scarlet fever is ina house? Does healways send to the 
employers ? 

Dr. Cooney : Not to my knowledge. ' 

Mr. March: Ah, not to your knowledge. Then I’ll bring up some 
cases at the next meeting we have. 

In reply to Mr. A. Williams, ; 

Dr. Cooney said he had not gone to Brookville Road to see about 
_ the other child mentioned, because certain vestrymen would say he had 
gone to ‘‘sq are’’ Mrs. Vincer. } 

Mr, Lawrence asked if these scandals were the result of a dispute 
between Dr. Cooney and Dr. Butler? 

Dr. Cooney: Oh, I think Mr. Thomas would know better than any- 
one. (Laughter.) 

Mr. Thomas : I am not here'to answer for Dr, Cooney. 


I suppose you can’t find words 


Mr. Marks spoke warmly of the hopelk ss prolixity of the discussion, 
and said finality might reasonably be demanded. He felt that Dr. 
Cooney was discharging his duty when he demanded that the father 
of the child should be precluded from setting anyone else's life and 
breath in danger by living in the house. (Hear, hear.) There were a 
number of vestrymen whose rooted hostility to Dr. Cooney would 
account for all their denunciations, but they had very little ground on 
this occasion. If a medical officer was not to protect’ the lives and. 
pone of the people in the parish, h's office must be reduced to a 
nullity. 

Mr. Thistleton said that Mr, Vincer was quite satisfiid with what 
Dr. Cooney bad done. 

Mr. Bartholomew : (Loud 
laughter.) 

The Chairman observed that, in his opinion, Dr. Cooney was quite 
justified in what he had cone. While the rother went to Mr. Vincer’s 
place of employment Dr. Cooney waited, and allowed plenty of time. 

Mr. March declared that personal feeling had impelled Dr. Cooney 
to a most uncalled-for and harsh course. When he saw the certificate 
bearing a certain name, he had no doubt inwardly said ‘ that child — 
shall be removed.’ To terrorise a poor, defenceless woman by holding 
up the letter which was to inform Mr. Vincer’s employers of the fact 
that fever prevailed in the house was a shameful thing todo. He 
would move that in future Dr. Cooney do not remove people after . 
other medical men have certified for isolation. 

Mr. Thomas seconded. 

The Chairman pointed out that this would be a very injudicious 
motion to press. It would seriously interfere with the medical officer’s 
duty. 

Alter further discussion, Mr. March withdrew the motion, and the 
business was then allowed to drop. 


If anything more pettifogging and disgraceful exists in other 
vestries we can only say that we hope, for the self-respect of the 
vestries concerned, it will be speedily sat upon, and that 
severely. Some of the members most deeply concerned in 
these contemptible. “‘ pin pricks’’ to their medical officer’s 
pride appear, according to a Mr. Lawrence—whose claim to 
everlasting recognition by posterity seems to be that in the 
recent prosecution of Mr. T. J. Lipton he posed as an expert - 
on “rotten saveloys,” and was awarded a guinea for his fee 
therein—to be aggrieved because a local newspaper stated 
that they were unable to read and write. If the allega'ion is 
true, then little wonder that they should carry a resolution 
preventing Dr. Cooney from writing tothe press. Dr. Cooney, 
amongst such an illiterate, insulting gang of savages, has our 


hearty sympathy. 


Hoo oo—don't make it ‘vo thick. 


——=-§ SSDS 
AN EXAMPLE FOR SUNDERLAND. 


THe Hammersmith public analyst, Mr. R. H. Davis, has 
applied to the vestry for an increase of his salary from £125 to 

175 per annum. Mr. Davis states that, although the parishes 
of Fulham and Hammersmith have been divided, he receives as 
many samples for analysis from the Hammersmith Vestry 
alone as he formerly received from the joint board—that, in 
fact, the samples from the Hammersmith Vestry last year 
exceeded in number those submitted in any of the fifteen years 
during which he has held the appointment. The vestry agreed 
to the opinion that Mr. Davis’ fifteen years’ experience had 
made his services more valuable, and after expressing the 
opinion that they should deal fairly with their analyst, referred 
the application to a committee. The difference between the 
action of the Hammersmith Vestry and the Sunderland 
Corporation is that on the one side there exists enlightened 
appreciation of the value of important services, and the need 
for protecting the public from fraud, and that on the other 
side there exists, in full activity, iguorance, jobbery, and dis- 
honesty, careless of public interest, fearing the possibility of 
the Food and Drugs Acts being enforced, and offering £5 per 
year for a public analyst's services with the unexpressed hope 
that in the future, as in the past, the public analyst will be 


kept unemployed. 
Sa SEDO 


THE Leith Town Council spent a lively hour one day last 
week in discussing the appointment of a sanitary inspector in 
the place of the late Mr. Gilbert Archer, who was also regis- 
trar. The action of the Council in deciding to separate these 
two offices in the future, and to create an independent sani- 
tary inspectorship, was a step in the right direction. The 
discussion which arose, however, was not on this point at all, 
but on that of the selection of candidates. One gentleman 
proposed was Treasurer Fisher, a member of the Council, for 
whom it was claimed that, owing to his position in the burgh 
and his practical knowledge of house construction, sanitary 
appliances, and general intelligence, he was a fit person for 
the office. There were some, however, who saw in the pro- 
posed appointment something of the nature of a job, and the 
remarks exchanged between members on the subject were far 
from complimentary. On the motion of Mr, Gibson it was 
decided to adjourn the appointment until the 4th inst., and in 
the meantime to advertise the office in the newspapers, 
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THE ADULTERATION ACTS AND 
AGRICULTURAL DEPRESSION. 





MORE than a million a decade, not in money but in acres— 
such is the rate at which English agriculture is galloping to 
extinction. Report succeeding report tells— 


‘“‘Coldly the tale of a nation’s decay, 
Like the base of a pyramid, crumbling away,”’ 


Wheat-growing occupied in 1868, 3,652,000 acres. In 1892 
only 2,220,000 are devoted to wheat culture. Well-nigh 
1,500,000 acres have been thrown into permanent pasturage, 
and some 250,000 persons have been thrust off the land thereby, 
and driven to compete for a livelihood with the already hard- 
pressed town labourers. 

As it is with wheat culture, so it is with barley, with dairy 
farming, and with article upon article of agricultural produce, 
until England to-day stands in the position of producing only 

one-fourth of the total food supply needed by its population. 
Apart from the danger, in case of war, of even a partial 
blockade by the combined fleets of our country’s foes, and a 
consequent famine—a danger much more real than is gener- 
ally believed to be the case, inasmuch as our fleet no longer 
possesses that pre-eminence over the combined fleets of even 
any two of the Great Powers that it once enjoyed—this decay of 
a great industry, ruining farmers and labourers alike, is in every 
way disastrous, and it would profit our farmers to consider 
how far the non-enforcement of the Adulteration Acts has 
hastened the decline of agricultural prosperity. Totake, asan 
example, the case of butter. 

Carelessness in the manufacture of butter by the farmers on 
the one hand, and negligence by successive Governments, 
materially assisted by the co-operation of Somerset House, 
with adulteration, on the other hand, have flooded England with 
impostures of butter mixtures nearly every ounce of which is 
sold as pure butter, and of margarine which in counties and 
towns where the indifference or venality of the local authority 
allows the Food and Drugs Acts to remain a dead letter is 
sold with impunity as butter. We give a list of these mis- 
managed counties and boroughs where thievery is encouraged, 
and members of the local authorities shamefully neglect 
their duties. They are :— 

The County Council of Monmouth. 
Oxford. 
;, Hereford. 
Pembroke. 
Cambridge. 
Montgomery. 


Radnor. 
The Isle of Ely. 


The Laat Rihortids of Northampton. 

Devonport. 

Tynemouth. 

Carlisle. 

Southport. 

», Scarborough. 
Dover, 











In the county of Norfolk, excluding the boroughs, there were 
only 31 samples analysed in the course of a whole year for 
292,209 of a population. Cornwall of 305,338 could only show 
46 samples; Berkshire, 28 samples for population 152,452; 
Shropshire, 39 samples for population 203,094; Wiltshire, 44 
samples, population 244,173; Lincolnshire, 85 samples, 
population 361,585; Carmarthen, 6 samples, population © 
114,350; Preston, proud in the possession of a gang of “‘ slink 
butchers,’’ took eight samples for its population of 96,537 ; 
Norwich, four samples for 87,842 persons; Wolverhampton, : 
population 75,766, fifteen samples—we commend this to 
the notice of the President of the Local Government Board ; 
Bolton, population 105,414, twenty-two samples; Maccles- 
field, population 37 514, five samples; Ipswich, population 
50,546, eight samples ; Ashton-under-Lyne, population 37,040, 
six samples. 

In every one of these places margarine and butter mixtures 
are freely sold as butter ; American hams and bacon, etc., as 
English; and scores of other swindles practised to the detri- 
ment of the public and the support of foreign products as 
against English ones. The surprising fact will be noted that 
the majority of the County and other Councils above enumer- 
ated as assisting fraud are agricultural ones. Apart, there- 
fore, from the scandalous conduct of the local authorities in 
thus persistently encouraging the robbery of the inhabitants 
of the various districts named, we have, further, the astonish- 
ing fact that these local authorities of many districts, mainly 
relying upon agriculture for their prosperity, are actually, by — 
their neglect, assisting the decline of English agriculture, 
and thus ina two-fold manner injuring the inhabitants, who are 
not only foolish enough to elect them, but commit the further 
folly of retaining them in office. Farmers in the meantime 
take no steps, but the most futile ones, to vivify their decaying 
industry. The development of dairy farming and the esta- 
blishment of creameries throughout England and Ireland is not 
only feasible, but would be easy of accomplishment had we a - 
Minister of Agricnlture worth his salt, and a Parliament with 
sense enough to make the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts com- 
pulsory. London is ready, Manchester, Liverpool, and scores 
of other towns are ready to buy, and that only too gladly, 
English and Irish butter in place of the adulterated foreign 
trash, were that butter well made and of unvarying good 
quality. But there is everywhere the same absence of public 
interest and lack of combination for the general welfare of the 
people. The Zzmes drags on its dreary discussion on the 
decline of English agriculture, wherein letter succeeds letter, 
each as objectless and as senseless as the famous discussion 
of St. Thomas Aquinas as to the corporal substance of 
angels, or the further idiotic query of ‘‘ How many angels 
could stand upon the point of a needle ?’’ Fanciful protect- 
ionist dreams on the one hand and politico-economic twaddle 
on the other, absorb the attention of farmers’ friends, whilst 
real and usable means of reviving agricultural prosperity 
ie before their eyes unseen and unheeded. It is high time 
the British and Irish farmers cried, ‘‘ A plague on both your 
houses!’ set themselves seriously to work to establish — 
creameries ; compelled the local authorities in their districts 
to rigorously enforce the Margarine Acts, and thus paved the 
way for a revivified English and Irish butter industry. 
Whilst English agriculturists wring their hands in despair, 
the foreigners are active, as witness the report of Mr. Vice- 
Consul Cooke, of Helsingfors, respecting Finnish butter :— 


‘Dairy farming continues to engage an increasing amount 
of interest. The Government, agricultural societies, and 
farmers’ institutes are in various ways promoting this 
industry. An improvement of the quality, as well as a 
greater export, of Finnish butter has been the result. Each 
“year will doubtless witness more extensive operations in this 
branch of trade, especially now that Finland has regular 
communication with England and other countries by the aid 
of the ice-breaker Murtaja, engaged in winter to keep open 
the port of Hango. There are signs that England will 
become the chief market for Finnish butter, and already 


large quantities are exported to that country. The export — 
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of butter was, in 1891, about 7,837 tons, worth nearly £600,000 ; 


in 1878 it was only 4,608 tons. The number of cattle was, in 


1865, about 954,000, and 1,254,000 in 1888.” 


The injury caused by this laxity in the enforcement of the 


- Adulteration Acts does not stop at butter. English beer was 


once made of malt and hops. To theshame of Chancellors of 


the Exchequer of both political parties, of the Excise autho- 


rities, and of the ill-advisers at Somerset House, beer can be 
now made of any substances a brewer chooses to use. The 


_ best brewers, as at Burton, still use malt and hops, and purchase 


English barley—than which there exists none so fine for 
first-class brewing purposes. But what of the country 
brewers? Scores of them use very little malt and hops, and 
that only of foreign importation. Their beers need not contain 
malt or hops. They can be, and are, brewed out of numerous 
substitutes, and the Excise and Somerset House not only 
permit such adulterations, but encourage them. Were a 
minimum standard of quality to be insisted upon, barley-grow- 
ing would increase and farmers secure a better price for their 
crops. There are further important considerations of public 
health involved in the unrestricted importation of foreign food- 
stuffs. Much of the imported food comes by cholera-infected 


‘routes, from cholera-infected ports and on cholera-infected 


ships—a danger serious enough in itself. But there are other 
dangers in using the imported butters, margarines, etc. In- 
jurious preservatives in large quantities are put in the butters, 
butter mixtures, and margarines. Of 370 samples recently 
analysed by Dr. Otto Hehner, 214 were preserved with borax 
or with boric acid, In every country save England the use of 
antiseptics in food has been prohibited, but we allow the 
foreign producers to physic us without hindrance, and local 
authorities in three parts of England assist them in the fraud 
of selling butter mixtures and margarines as butter, and of 
dosing the English people with gastro-intestinal irritant pre- 
servatives that give rise to indigestion and cause pain, vomit- 
ing, and nausea. It seems astounding that our authorities 
should permit the foreign makers of butter, margarine, and 
butter mixtures to put into the goods they send to this country 
drugs not allowed to be so used on the Continent. How 
much longer will our Government allow this adulteration to 
be practised, and how much longer will the local authorities be 
allowed to burke the Adulteration Acts? These are real 
questions of importance, not only to every agriculturist in the 
three kingdoms, but to every person interested in our national 
prosperity and in public health, 


SF SSDS 


“THE GROCER” AND BUTTER. 


WE have before now had occasion to condemn the character 
of: the advice given-by the Grocer to its readers. Some 
weeks ago it made itself supremely ridiculous by informing 
the public that— 


“It has been laid down that even science is powerless to 
detect the adulteration or distinguish pure or salted butter 
when mixed with the smallest quantity of margarine, but a 
simple and speedy plan has been invented by which, an 
inspector, with the assistance of a boy, can, it is said, accom- 
The small sample of butter 
Tequired is spread between two plates of glass, and when 
examined through a microscope under a light polarised by the 
action of sulphate of lime or gypsum, if the butter is pure or 
salted, nothing particular is visible; on the contrary, if the 
sample contains a trace of margarine, numerous minute stars, 
of all the colours of the rainbow, can be discerned.”’ 


Commenting on this silly advice, the Arzzish Medical 
Fournal said :— 


‘‘There are certain superstitions about the ‘testing’ of 
foods which die hard. Popular ‘tests,’ smacking mainly 
of the kitchen and but faintly of science, are dear to the 
hearts of many amiable people possessed of much benevolent 
intention but of little knowledge. The description of the 
‘test’ referred to is as amusing as anything we have seen of 
the kind. The ‘test,’ which is an old one, and which has long 
ago been discarded as entirely useless, consists in examining 
the butter with a microscope by means of polarised light. 


We are told, further, that the light must be ‘ polarised by 
the action of sulphate of lime on gypsum.’ What the boy ‘is’ 
for does not appear; possibly to procure refreshment for the 
inspector during the performance of the fifty tests. It is 
mournful that such stuff should still find its way into print.’’: 
(British Medical Fournal, May 14th, 1892.) 


The Grocer boasts of possessing a real live analyst of its 
own. It seems a pity that, before such stuff is put into its 
pages, the Editor does not consult the analyst. The following 
pretentious twaddle, given in the issue of the Grocer of 
September 17th, would, if the analyst had been consulted, 
most likely have not been given as a ‘butter test’? to 
credulous readers. Quoth the Grocer :— 


“Recent proceedings have been taken in Berlin against 
dealers for selling butter adulterated with margarine. Dr. 
Bischoff, analytical chemist to the police, drew attention to 
a simple method to discover whether butter is adulterated, Ifa 
piece of pure butter, he says, be melted in a glass, there will 
be a residue of salt and water, but the melted butter itself will 
form a cledr and transparent substance consisting of nothing 
but pure natural butter. If one take a piece of margarine, the 
melted substance will have a milky appearance and not be 
transparent. A mixture of margarine and butter would there- 
fore, when melted, show a degree of milkiness corresponding © 
with its impurity.’’ 

In the number of the Avalys¢ for June, 1892, this ‘‘ butter 
test’’ formed the subject of a paper by Dr. Otto Hehner, - 
who said :— 


‘‘T have for a year past kept a record of. most of the butter 
samples which have passed through my laboratory, and have 
noted the appearance on melting the samples in the water 
oven; also the fact whether preservatives were found or not, 
together with the results of analysis. Three hundred and 
seventy samples have thus been examined, with the following 
results :— 


162 melted clear, and were genuine. 
61 melted Zurdzd, and were genuine. 
81 melted turbid, and were adulterated. 
66 melted clear, and were adulterated. 


Of the 370 samples, 214 were preserved with borax or with 
boric acid.”’ 


? 


‘Tt is obvious,’’ says Dr. Hehner, in commenting on these ° 
results, ‘‘ that while the majority of genuine samples, namely, 
72°6 per cent., melted quite clear, and the majority, 55°1 per | 
cent., of the margarines more or less turbid, nothing but the 
vaguest conclusions can be drawn from the appearance on 
melting. I have met with adulterated samples containing 25, © 
30, 40, and even 94 per cent. of margarine, and yet they melted 
clear.”’ 

The advice of the Grocer on ‘‘ butter tests’’ is on a par with .. 
its advice on Mr. Martin Flavin’s Amended Margarine Bill— 
utterly worthless. We can but say with our contemporary, the ~ 
British Medical Fournal, ‘‘it is mournful that such. stuff 
should still find its way into print.” 
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A PREMIUM ON EPIDEMIC. 


THE recent alarm to which we in these islands have been 

subjected, in consequence of the near neighbourhood of cholera, 

has not unnaturaily led to a good deal of well-founded com- 

plaint of the ineptitude of our local authorities in the matter of 

public sanitation. Reformers have preached, in season and 

out of season, against the criminal apathy of the ignorant 

owners of vested interests who form the majority of our public 

boards, but their efforts have been as ineffectual as a puff of 

wind against the Eddystone. It has needed the imminence of 
a grave public danger to awaken the sleepy-headed Town 
Councillor and Vestryman from his callous indifference; and _ 
we have consequently seen, in various boards all over the’ 
country, spasmodic efforts made to call attention to lack of 

sanitation and absence of precaution against cholera and 

other epidemic diseases. 

London is the greatest offender in the abstract, as she is in 
the concrete, in her indifference to the health of her people. 
Some of her local authorities do their work well, or as well as 
they are able; others do nothing at all; and the chief sanitary 
authority, the County Council, appears to be unable to enforce ~ 
the powers it possesses to make defaulting boards do their duty 
to the public. These careless guardians of the public health~ 
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look on complacently whilst scarlet fever and typhoid devastate 
the poorer districts, and, when confronted with the week’s 
mortality bill, fold their hands with a sigh of resignation and 
exclaim ‘‘ Fever, like the poor, is always with us.’’ With this 
fatalistic consolation they satisfy themselves, and so the horrid 
tale of disease and death goes on. 
shown in the metropolis at present is of a curative kind; and 
even in this department the public health is jeopardised by the 
unseemly wrangle between the Local Government Board and 
the Metropolitan Asylums Board. While the authorities 
disagree as to who is responsible for the want of hospital 
accommodation, the fever patients are dying in their homes. 
many of them in the poorer districts unattended. It is no 
wonder that we are told, on the authority of Mr. Samuel 
Osborn, F.R.C.S., that the breakdown which has occurred 
will tend materially to a tremendous increase of the infection, 
which is already spreading from London to the provinces. 
Methods of prevention seem to be ignored, and neglect of 
them is flagrant. A most astounding instance of neglect 
occurred only last week in the heart of London, and was 
brought to our notice. A modified account of what may be 
the same case has appeared in the daily press.. A young 
woman of 17, named Eliza Farr, 4, Richbell Place, Lamb’s 
Conduit Street, was suffering from scarlet fever; she walked 
on the 2oth ult. from her home to the offices of the 
Metropolitan Asylums Board in Norfolk Street, and asked to 
be sent to a hospital. Following their complaint of want 
of further accommodation, the officials informed her that 
they could do nothing for her, and advised her to go home 
again. Possessing apparently more sense than her advisers, 
the young woman stoutly refused to budge. Her disease, she 
said, would be dangerous to lodgers in a crowded house such 
as that she lived in. Her condition required.a hospital and 
isolation, and if the Metropolitan Asylums Board would not do 
their duty, she would stop in their offices until they did. Her 
resolute bearing at length made the officials send for the 
ambulance and remove her to a place of safety. The 
Rotherham authorities are more careful of the public interest 
in such cases, They found a grocer’s assistant suffering from 
scarlet fever at work behind his master’s counter, and he 
was summoned and fined. 

While the metropolis neglects the interests of her citizens in 
this wise, the suburbs and the provinces are little better off. 
During the past fortnight the records of public boards and the 
newspapers have been filled with complaints of the reckless 
disregard by so-called sanitary authorities of the most 
elementary precautiens against the breeding and spread of 
epidemic disease. In Streatham, we are told, the dust is only 
collected once a fortnight, and during the greater part of that 
time every dustbin is a stinking fever-bed. In Landells Road, 
East Dulwich, some houses have been left for months by the 
vestry with their drains disconnected and disturbed, and a 
long-suffering householder at last is compelled to write to the 
Star and describe his pitiable state :— 


The pipes have been taken out under the windows for air inlets, 
but no valves are put in; hence the foul air permeates the house through 
the windows. There are no exhaust pipes. The paving of the closets 
has not been done. The yards are turned up with loose soil and 
materia!, so that the waste from the sinks forms pools in the ground of 
foul matter, occasionally stirred up to a worse degree when showers of 
rain fall, There are no flush cisterns, The closets are connected with 
the cistern that supplies drinking water, and so on, the whole 
disseminating fou! vapours all around, A little girl was taken ill in one 
of the houses of typhoid fever. The doctor says this was caused by the 
foul gases from the disturbed state of the drainage and the said 
closets. 


In Edmonton there is no hospital accommodation, and we 
are assured by the terms of a memorial signed by the 
physicians and clergy of the parish, that in the scarlet’ fever 
epidemic of last year much preventable sickness and suffering 
was caused through lack of an infectious hospital to which 
patients could have been sent, and in such a district as this 
there is always risk of an epidemic arising. — 

Further afield, we find many of the chief provincial towns 
are in as bad case. Dublin, as everyone knows, has a jdeath- 
rate the highest in the kingdom; and so it maybe if many places 
exist like one described by a resident of Upper Dominick 
Street. This is ‘‘a sewer near Connolly and Co.’s gate, from 
which fearful exhalations come every night,’’ and about which 
complaint has been made to the corporation, ‘‘ but no response 
has been vouchsafed, notwithstanding the contiguity of 
cholera.’’ The informant adds: ‘I have within the last week 
stood at my own door and got sick from its severe stench.” 

In Bristol a note of alarm has been sounded by the 
Daily Press. There, it seems, the Sanitary Committee has 
no better idea of disposing of its domestic refuse than by tipping 
it into huge heaps in the midst of a densely-populated district, 
thereby constituting a #zdus of disease. Such is the extent of 
the “progress” of this one-time famous city in sanitary 
matters. 


The only activity being 


_The inhabitants of Newcastle-on-Tyne and Gateshead are 
supplied with water by the Newcastle and Gateshead Water: 
Company, but their reservoirs supply other things besides; 
water. Mr. E. L. Allhusen writes describing the discovery of 
a threadworm in the drinking water of his works last week, 
and the Vewcastle Chronicle says this is one of the ‘‘ common. 
objects of the country ’’ whence Newcastle obtains its water 
supplies. Yet Newcastle has a Sanitary Committee. oe 

'The danger of infection from germs conveyed in dust has’ 
been illustrated over and over again. At Kidderminster they 
have discovered a new source of disease germs in the carpets 
which are received from the East. It may be trade jealousy | 
that prompted Councillor Willis to enlarge upon the fact that. 
when bales of such carpets were opened, clouds of filthy, evil-. 
smelling dust were emitted, but if it is a fact also that the men’ 
engaged in unpacking them suffered from violent purgings - 
and vomiting, it is a question whether the carpets should not 
be disinfected and thoroughly cleansed before passing into our - 
drawing-rooms. Mr. Jean Guillaume Sage, of Hull, thinks 
that infection may be conveyed in the dust emitted from 
foreign grain at a flour mill on the Old Harbour-side. Dust’ 
clouds, he says, fill the atmosphere around, and cover every- : 
thing and everybody with a thick layer of dust and chaff. If 
anyone shakes a carpet out in the street, he is summoned, but 
millers in Hull may cover the neighbourhood with a stifling 
dust with impunity. Kee 

The Local Board of Idle, near Bradford, Yorkshire, lately 
indulged in the luxury of an analysis of the water supplied by 
the Bradford Corporation. Dr. Honeyborne, their medical 
officer, stated that after examination of the ‘‘ sediment” he ~ 
found no trace of iron, but any amount of low animal and © 
vegetable forms of life—paramacia, diatoms, alge, fungi, and 
bacteria. They either grew ina dirty reservoir or inside the. 
pipes, most probably the former. In face of this astounding | 
revelation, however, we are told that ‘‘no immediate action 
was taken by the Board.’? What manner of men constitute 
this well-named Idle Local Board ? 

Two samples of water unfit for drinking purposes were 
reported recently by the Medical Officer of the Shirley and — 
Freemantle Board in Hampshire, but no action was taken, on 
the owners of the houses ‘‘ promising’ to lay on a proper 
supply. : : 

At Crondall, in the same county, an examination of the 
sanitary arrangements of the Board school resulted in the 
discovery that there were no drains at all beneath the privies, 
and that ‘‘the sewage had for 15 years past been saturating 
the foundations of the buildings.’’ The Local Board ~~ 
“strongly condemned’’ the shortcomings of the builders, 
but we have not heard that anyone was prosecuted. 

The suburbs of Cork seem to be mere nurseries for disease 
germs. The chairman of the Cork Board of Guardians, Mr. © 
Young, at a recent meeting, called attention to the insanitary 
state of Ballincollig, and Surgeon-Major Fox had complained 
on behalf of the soldiers stationed there of the nuisance there, _ 
where it seems the garbage of the smaller houses is allowed 
to lie festering opposite the doors, and open cesspools abound. 
The condition of Upper and Lower Tower villages near Cork 
appears to be no better. The Rural Sanitary Committee has 
taken no steps to remedy these grave evils. | 

The danger from infection from Russian pauper immigrants, 
which has been promptly checked in London, receives another 
illustration at Liverpool. These wretched outcasts are carried 
across from Hull to Liverpool in train-loads, and shot out on 
to Lime Street Station preparatory to being transported 
across the Atlantic. A correspondent of the Lzverfool Daily 
Post gives a graphic description of the baggage of these 
pauper aliens, which, he states, consists almost exclusively of 
boxes of old clothes and old wearing apparel :— 


We surburban residents have seen these boxes ransacked morning 
after morning, on the public platforin, by the immigrants, who in some 
cases, male and female, publicly, on the said platform, change their 
linen; whilst in others the linen in use is never evidently meant to 
leave the back of the wearer, so its filthy condition is covered up by 
the addition of another equally di ty and ragged garment—presumably 
dooned for warmth. On all other platforms excepting No. 5 the 
storage of this baggage is temporary; but No. 5 platform is the 
favourite site when twenty or more tons of imuwigrants’ baggage are 
required to be stored for one or more days. No. 5 runs parailel with 
No. 7 platform, which i used almost exclusively for receiving, 
the storage, and retailing o our wholesale milk. No. 7 platform is 
about twenty-five yaras from No. 5 platform, on which all these masses 
of baggage are stored—baggage containing almost exclusively the 
old wearing apparel of the surplus, the refuse, and the expelled 
inhabitants not only of the comparatively heathy German and 
Scandinavian States, but also from the towns and hamlets in Russia, 
every one of which, we are told in the Fortnightly Review, is reeking 
with filth and pestilential diseases of many kinds. 


All these incidents point to gross neglect of their duty by 
county councils, town councils, and rural sanitary authorities, 
and it is time that a protest was raised against continued 
disregard of the statutory powers placed in the hands of these 








_ authorities is nothing less than a premium upon epidemic. 
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bodies. 
_ sanitary authority of the country were imbued with the per- 
_ verseness of the Asylums Board officials in the case of Eliza 
_ Parr; if every town council were as unregenerate as the 
Bristol Corporation in their method of depositing their house 
refuse ; if évery water company were as careless as those of 
Bradford and Newcastle as to the purity of their water, we 
will not attempt to foreshadow. But it is perfectly clear to us 
that the supineness and indifference of our local governing 


_The body responsible for permitting this sort of thing is the 

Local Government Board. Why the Central Authority does 
hot insist upon local boards carrying out their powers we do 
not understand. We can only hope that the entry of Sir 
Walter Foster into the Department will produce the salutary 
“stimulus which is most urgently needed to bring members of 
local boards to a sense of their duty. 
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MORE OF SOMERSET HOUSE. 


_- BOLDLY as Somerset House has tried to stifle the Adulteration 


Acts, it seems unable to offer any defence of its action. In 
previous issues we have asked several plain, straightforward 
questions, each of the greatest importance to the public 
welfare. To none of them has Somerset House been able to 
reply. This is to be regretted, inasmuch as by the general 
belief which Somerset House has carefully fostered, it has 


come to be regarded as a final court of appeal in adulteration 

cases. That there existed no real warranty for the assumption 
that Somerset House constituted a final court of appeal was 
pointed out in our last issue, and we would therefore recom- 
mend public analysts, inspectors under the Food and Drugs 
Acts, and magistrates to regard, in every case wherein an 
opinion from Somerset House is advanced in defence of 
adulteration, such opinion as possessing no such value or 
importance. Clause 22 of the Act of 1875 states:—‘‘The 
justices before whom any complaint may be made, or the 
court before whom any appeal may be heard, under this Act 
may, upon the request of either party, in their discretion cause 
any article of food or drug to be sent to the Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue, who shall thereupon direct the chemical 
officers of their department at Somerset House to make the 
analysis, and give a certificate to such justices of the result 
of the analysis; and the expense of such analysis shall be 
paid by the complainant or the defendant, as the justices may 
by order direct.” Neither in this nor in any clause in the 
Act is there an instruction to justices to regard the analysis of 
Somerset House as final, and we commend this fact to all 
magistrates who try adulteration cases—That a Somerset House 
‘analysis possesses no more value or authority than an analysis 
made by any public analyst, 

Indeed, a Somerset House analysis should have less 
authority, for the reason that it is an impertinence on the part 
of Somerset House analysts to pretend that their capacities 
approach in any degree those of the majority of public 
analysts for the following reasons :—1st. The analyst of food- 
stuffs has to cope with so many fresh impostures, invented 
day by day by works chemists to defeat the Adulteration Acts, 
that food analysis of itself is a life-study for even the ablest of 
analysts. 2nd. Somerset House possesses no training or 
special qualifications whatever in this branch of analysis, and 
for one sample it has occasion to analyse it is safe to say that 
public analysts and commercial chemists analyse twenty. 
Public analysts, to be able to perform their duties satisfactorily, 
are ever experimenting, ever devising fresh methods of 
detecting artfully contrived commercial frauds. Somerset 
House has no such incentive. It devises nothing, learns 
nothing, and remains an obstructive concretion of incom- 
petency, that has, reduced beer to filthy swipes, and brought 
the administration of the Food and Drugs Acts into a state of 
chaos. Outside even of this, Somerset House has again and 
again interfered, to the detriment of public health, with 
medical officers of health as well as with public analysts. 
Dr. Adams last year condemned the water supply of two 
houses, Nos. 14 and 15, Paradise Row, Maidstone. The 
water was from wells situated close to the closets, which had 
formerly been common privies. The soil around the wells was 
saturated with the organic filth of generations. Dr. Adams’ 
analysis stated, *‘ Both these waters are greatly polluted, and 
neither can be safely used for drinking purposes, and tiney are 
likely to prove injurious to the health of persons drinking 
them.”’ 

Of course, Somerset House was appealed to by the owners of 
the property, and, following its custom, the certificate of 


What fearful consequences might ensue if every 








only an ordinary pollution,” although diphtheria had caused 
death in the property supplied with the condemned water. 

Dr. Adams thus refers to the action of Somerset House in 
the case : —‘‘ First, I would point out that by Section 2 of the 
Food and Drugs Act, water is specifically excluded from 
among those articles for which the Government chemists are 
constituted referees. They, the Somerset House chemists, at 
the most can claim ability for dealing with one side only, 
namely, the Chemical; as respects the Medical and Topo- 
graphical, the two other and most important sides of the 
question, they are out of it altogether, as is manifest by the 
terms of the certificate in question. If in the future a similar 
case should arise, my advice is that a certificate from these or 
any other gentlemen should on no account be accepted as evi- 
dence, without the authors thereof being present and subject 
to cross-examination.’’ With the following castigation, at 
once judicious and contemptuous, Dr. Adams dismisses 
Somerset House :—* Once more, I repeat, this is not a simple 
Chemical question, it is a much wider Sanitary problem, and 
my chief point is that Topographical knowledge is absolutely 
essential to its solution ; without that, in a properly debatable 
case, mere chemical testimony is worth next to nothing. Ina 
local question, such as this, a stranger must be in a hopeless 
fog, and to put confidence in such an one is about as wise as 
it would be to charter a Thames pilot to take a ship through 
the Indian Archipelago.” 

Perhaps Somerset House will explain why it set at defiance 
Section 2 of the Food and Drugs Act, 1875 ? 


——-sasogess 
WHAT ARE THE DUDLEY 
AUTHORITIES DOING? 





AT a recent meeting of the Dudley and District Grocers’ 
Association some spicy revelations were made. 


Mr. Wood, jun. (Messrs. H. Wood and Sons), said he had a 
question of what he considered to be of gieat importance to the 
trade to bring before the meeting. The Food and Drugs Act was, 
he regretted to state, being openly violated in Dudley, and he should 
propose at a future meeting that a memorial be forwarded to the 
Town Council urging an ins;ector to be appointed under the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act. There were many tradesmen in the district 
who systematically ignored the Act of Parliament by selling 
margarine for butter. These irregularities were being committed 
openly, and caused a great deal of cutting, and practically prevented 
conscientious tradesmen from getting a proper living. 

Mr. Price: They don’t mind selling other article sat a loss if they 
can sell margarine for butter. 

Mr. Jones said he was very glad the question had been raised. 
Only the other day a customer came into his shop and said, “‘ I can 
get some good butter at rod. per lb. at ashop nearhere.’”’ He immedi- 
ately afterwards sent for a pound, and found it was margarine wrapped 
up in ordinary paper, and at the same time he was selling far better 
margarine at 8d, per lb. 

Mr. Hipkins said he was very glad that the question had been 
brought forward, for some flagrant irregularities were being practised 
by some individuals, which were most injurious to the trade. 


We very much commend the action of Mr. Wood, jun., in 
bringing forward the question, and the support it received 
shows that, despite systematic preaching by the grocers’ trade 
journals in favour of fraud and of opposition to the Food and 
Drugs Acts, the respectable grocers throughout the country 
are anxious not only to put a stop to fraud, but to bring to 
merited punishment those who are guilty of thus robbing the 
public. As we have before contended, it is not the grocer 
who really benefits by adulteration frauds—it is the manufac- 
turer or wholesale dealer. Not being expert analytical 
chemists, it is not possible for grocers to personally know the 
exact constituents of the scores of articles they vend, and by 
punishing the retail grocer only the existing Acts failto touch 
adulteration at its source. Further, every adulteration prosecu- 
tion injures the business of the grocer against whom the 
prosecution is brought. It is clearly, therefore, in the best 
interests of the retail grocers that adulteration should be 
effectually coped with; that the Food and Drugs Acts should 
be amended; that unscrupulous traders should not be allowed 
to bring opprobrium on an honourable calling, or to undersell 
and ruin the business of the conscientious trader, and swindle 
the public with impunity. The Dudley authorities, to their 
disgrace, have not only connived at but assisted, in this 
robbery of the people of Dudley, and it is greatly to the credit 
of the public-spirited grocers, whose protest we record above, 
that they should have demanded that the Town Council appoint 
an inspector to carry out the Food and Drugs Act. We shall 
be curious to see what effect the protest will have. We com- 
mend this honourable action of the Dudley grocers to the 
attention of other Grocers’ Associations, which have recently 
been passing resolutions in favour of the continuance of fraud 
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Drinks of the World. 
ASHTON. 


By JAMES MEW and JOHN 
Leadenhall Press, Leadenhall Street. 21s. 


THE authors of this very interesting volume disarm any 
criticism we might be disposed to make respecting the short- 
comings on the subject of drink adulteration, by frankly saying 
in their preface, ‘‘ Nor has very much been said on the in- 
viting topic of adulteration. It would be almost cruel to 
disturb the credulity of the good people who drink and pay 
for gooseberry as champagne, or val de Penas as curious old 
port. Itis a pretty comedy to watch the soz-dzsanf¢ connois- 
seur drinking a wine fully accredited with crust out of a bottle 
ornamented with fungus and cobwebs of proper consistency 
—a wine flavoured with essence at so much a pound, and 
stained with colour at so much per gallon.’”’ We think it 
a matter for regret that the authors have said so little upon 
the topic of adulteration, because what they say upon other 
topics is said so charmingly, and displays such sound and 
far-reaching scholarship, that a chapter on the history of drink 
adulteration would have given added value to the book. The 
authors have crammed so much matter of interest into their 
pages that the task of selecting tit-bits, where nearly every 
paragraph contains an inviting one, is difficult. Their 
researches into drinks of Babylon disclose the fact that the 
Babylonians possessed a mixed drink called cuttach. It 
possessed marvellous properties, for, according to the A dodah 
Zarah, ‘it obstructs the heart, because it contains whey of 
milk; it blinds the eyes, because it contains a peculiar salt 
which has this property ; andit emaciates the body, because 
of the putrefied bread which is mixed with it. Jf poured 
upon stones it breaks them ; and of it isa proverb, that ‘ It 
is better to eat a stinking fish than take cuttfach.’’’ We 
know of one English town where a brewer drew his water from 
a well situate at the foot of a hill. On the top of the hill is a 
cemetery. His brew is spoken of by those who drink it as 
“having plenty of body in it.’’ Between this choice product 
and cufttach we find it, as Dr. Wendell Holmes said— 


‘¢ Hard to tell which of the two is worse. 
But any one is bad enough 
To make a fellow curse,” 


We merely mention the circumstance in defence of some of 
‘our English brewers, and to show Mr. Mew and Mr. Ashton 
“‘they didn’t know everything down in Judee.’’ From a 
brilliant chapter on the wines of the Greeks we learn that 
Muszeus and Eumolpus (Plato, Rep. ii.) ‘‘ made the fairest 
reward of the virtuous an everlasting booze.’’ On the 
authority of Olaus Magnus, cited by the authors in the 
chapter on Northern drinking, we learn that ‘‘ King Hunding 
grieved at the loss of his brother-in-law Gutthorm, called 
all his nobility around him to a great feast, and had a large 
tun filled with hydromel placed in the middle of the hall. When 
his guests were sufficiently inebriated, he threw himself into 
the liquor and died sweetly.’’ This liquor was composed of 
one part honey and four of boiling water, stirred and skimmed 
with hops and brewer’s yeast added. The quaint illustration 
of this incident is a treasure in itself. 

The chapter on champagne is very interesting. According 
to the authors, ‘‘ Champagne owes its goodness in the first 
place to the soil on which it is grown, which is unique in its 
mixture of chalk, silica, light clay, and oxide of iron; in the 
second, to the very great care and delicate manipulation which 
the wine receives. Every doubtful grape is discarded, and the 
carts conveying the grapes from the vineyard go at a most 
funereal pace, so that none of their precious contents should 
get bruised ; for if these little grapes (for they are little larger 
than currants) get at all crushed, or partly fermented in 
carriage, the fruit is rendered absolutely worthless for cham- 
pagne purposes. Very great care, too, is exercised in the 
pressing. The grapes are laid in carefully-stacked heaps 
upon the floor of the press, where they are left for a time, 
and then the first gentle but firm sustained squeeze is applied. 
The juice thus extracted is the cream of the grape, and is used 
only for the finest brands. There are six of these squeezes 
made, each more powerful than the last, and the result of 
each is, of course, inferior in quality to its predecessor, till 
the sixth, called the vedéche, is reached, which produces a 
coarse wine reckoned only fit to be given to the workmen.’’ 
The fermenting, blending, bottling, and corking are well 
described, but the description, unhappily, does not apply to 
much of the champagne drunk in England, the composition 





of which is more often—white sugar, 81b.; brown sugar, 7 lb.; 
tartaric acid, + oz.; pure water, 8 gallons; perry, 4 quarts; 
French brandy, 3 pints; and a little cochineal colouring. 

Of other wines the authors have collected much information 
of a nature delightful to Zttérateurs. Of port we are told 
John Home sung— 


‘Firm and erect the Caledonian stood ; 
Frime was his mutton and his claret good. 
Let him drink port, an English statesman cried. 
He drank the poison, and his spirit died.” 


We know not how Sir Wilfred Lawson will regard the 
quaint sermon of Goethe thus translated by the authors. 
‘Now, perhaps, beloved brethren, there is not one of you 
who cannot drink two measures of wine without feeling any 
ill-effects therefrom ; he, however, who with his third or fourth 
measure has so far forgotten himself as to abuse, beat, and 
kick his wife and children, and to treat his dearest friend 
as his worst enemy, let such a one discontinue to drink 
three or four measures, which thus render him displeasing 
to God and despicable to man, But he who with the fourth 
measure—nay, with his fifth or his sixth—still maintains his 
sense in such a manner that he can behave properly to his 
fellow-Christian, attend to his domestic duties, and obey 


_ his spiritual superiors as he ought, let him be thankful 2 


modesty for the gift accorded to him. But let him not 
advance beyond the sixth measure, for here commonly is 
the term set to human power and endurance. Rare, indeed, 
is the occasion in which the benevolent God has lent a 
man such especial grace that he may drink eight measures— 
a grace which He has, however, accorded to me, His 
servant.’ Goethe’s gifts, however, were slight in comparison 
with those of the Irishman told of by John Wilson 
Croker, and instanced by the authors on p. 145. There 
was a lawsuit, ‘‘in which a life insurance company 
disputed a claim on the ground that the death was caused by 
excessive drinking. One witness for the plaintiff was called, 
who deposed that for the last eighteen years of his life he had 
been in the nightly habit of imbibing twenty-four tumblers of 
whisky punch. ‘The cross-examining counsel wished to know 
whether he would swear to that, or whether he ever over- 
stepped the limit. The witness replied that he was upon his 
oath, and would swear no farther, ‘for I never kept count 
beyond the two dozen, though there is no saying how many 
beyond i might drink to make myself comfortable ; du¢ that’s 
my stint.’ The Irishman’s manner of stinting himself is as 
rich in its way as Goethe's naive thankfulness, although both, 
we fear, would sadly grieve Sir Wilfred Lawson and Dr. 
Dawson Burns. . 

Beer, cocoa, tea, coffee, kola, maté, liqueurs—in fact, 
nearly every known drink—receive scholarly and interesting 
treatment from the authors. Of beer, they say ‘‘ Burton-on- 
Trent may be termed the Metropolis of English Beer,’’ and 
there veritably, ‘‘ Beer is king.’” This pre-eminence is attri- 
buted to the quality of the water, which seems peculiarly 
fitted for brewing purposes, and the fact that the large 
brewers there located use none but the finest malt and hops 
procurable. That part of the statement that claims a special 
quality and fitness for the Burton water is, as we pointed out 
last week, an unfounded superstition, the only true reason why 
Burton ales have gained their deserved world-wide reputation 
being that the brewers of Burton have been honest, and have 
conscientiously striven to give the public beer, not only made 
from the finest materials, but in the manufacture of which the 
most perfect cleanliness is insisted upon. One of the finest 
beers we have found in England comes from a brewery miles 
away from Burton, and is brewed with water having character- 
istics entirely different from those of the Burton water. The 
brewers of the beer use only the finest materials, and take care 
that all their processes are cleanly to the last degree. Another 
brewer in the same town, whose facilities are equal, turns out a 
concoction that causes the customers, who frequent his myriad 
of ‘*tied’’ houses, to ask, when they require a purgative, for 
‘a pint of beer and the key of the back door.’’ That, thanks 
to Somerset House and the Excise authorities, is the degrada- 
tion to which beer has sunk. The temptation to go on ex- 
tracting choice bits from this scholarly and captivating work 
of the Timbs of to-day is great, but considerations of space 
prevent the further indulgence of our wishes. We must con- 
fine ourselves to saying that the book is well written, full of 
research, and the printing and illustrations excellent. 


THE directcrs of the Caledonian Railway Company have 
appointed Dr. Samuel J. Moore consulting medical officer to 
the company, in room of the late Sir George H. B Macleod, 
Dr. Moore's distinguished position in his profession and his 
great experience in medico-legal work render him peculiarly 
well qualified for discharging the duties of the office. 








_ discretion, and you shall have your expenses for attending here. 
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_- FOOD PROSECUTIONS. 


* RABBITS. 





Mr. Edwards, sanitary officer for St. George the Martyr, Southwark, 
applied to Mr. Fenwick for an order to destroy a number of rabbits 


which he had seized at an early hour on Sunday morning on the 


premises of a shopkeeper in Great Suffolk Street, Borough. The 
offi cer stated that he went to the premises and told the shopkeeper 
that he had received information of the sale of bad rabbits. The 
shopkeeper—whose name did not et eee that he had 
some at the back which he intended to eat himself. These the officer 
found to be stinking and absolutely unfit for food. A woman, the 
wife of a labourer, stated that she bought a rabbit on Saturday night, 
and a few minutes later she discovered that it was bad. She took it 
back, but the shopkeeper told her that ‘‘ if she could not eat it she 
ought to go without grub.’’ She then went to the police-station, 
and afterwards to Mr. Edwards. Mr. Fenwick: You acted with 
His 
worship made an order for the destruction of the rabbits. 


MEAT. 


. W. Basnet, butcher and farmer, Millwich, and member of the 
Stone Board of Guardians, was last week charged with having on the 
27th of August exposed for sale, at his shop in Crabbery Street, 28 
pieces of beef which were unfit for human food. Mr. Blakiston 
(town clerk) prosecuted, and after expressing his regret at having to 
appear against one who had carried on business in the town for so 
many years, called the sanitary inspector, Mr. J. Evans, who 
deposed to visiting the defendant’s premises and seizing 25 pieces of 
beef—practically a whole beast—which he had reason to suspect was 
not fit for human food. The meat was subsequently examined by 
Dr. C. Reid and Mr. W. Careless, veterinary surgeon, both of whom 
condemned it, and it was destroyed. Dr. Reid said the meat had an 
unhealthy colour, which indicated that the animal had suffered from 
some disease. Mr. Carless corroborated this, and was of opinion that 
at the time the beast was slaughtered it was suffering from some 
febrile disease, and was in a state of collapse. It had been badly 
slaughtered, the tissues being full of blood. A statement by the 
defendant elicited the remark that had the animal suffered from a bad 
leg for three or four days it would account for the condition of the 
meat. The defendant said he was not a practical butcher, The 
animal had been fed by himself, and he was unaware he was acting 
illegally. The Bench considered it a very bad case, as under the Act 
the defendant was liable to a fine of £20 for each piece of beef. As it 
was his first offence, he was fined £10 and costs. [The Mayor and ex- 
Mayor, being members of the Corporation, did not adjudicate in this 
case. 

ce the 26th ult. at the Runcorn Petty Sessions, before Messrs. 
J. Handley and A. Thomas, a butcher named Frederick Chill was 
summoned, at the instance of Mr. J. Percival, nuisance inspector, for 
exposing in his shop on the 16th ult. beef for sale which was unfit for 
human food. Dr. M‘Dougall, the medical officer, said he had 
examined the beef in question. It was diseased, and was totally unfit 
for human food. The defendant was fined £5, including costs. 


SESS 


AT the last meeting of the Bermondsey Vestry, the clerk 
reported that convictions had been obtained against several 
tradesmen for selling milk adulterated with water. Dr. 
Esmonde expressed the view that something should be done 
to stop the practice of shopkeepers in watering milk. It 
occurred to him that it would be a very good thing if they 
posted a list of the names and addresses of the offenders on 
the notice-board outside the Town Hall. He proposed a 
tesolution accordingly. The clerk said he thought the vestry 
would lay itself open to innumerable actions if it adopted the 
course proposed. Dr. Esmonde, in view of the clerk’s opinion, 
withdrew the motion. 
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SANITARY ITEM. 


City DUSTBINS AS SOURCES OF INFECTION.—At the 
last meeting of the City of London Commission of Sewers, 
Dr. Sedgwick Saunders stated that, judging from past ex- 
periences, he believed the cholera epidemic would be sure to 
break out again next year. Referring to public dustbins, 
Dr. Sedgwick Saunders’ said in his report :— 


These receptacles are a standing nuisance, and in spite of the 
constant attention given them by your cleansing department, a source 
of danger to the public health. This arises not so much from the 
legitimate use of these dustbins as from the practice of shopkeepers and 
others depositing in them large masses of trade refuse; nor is this 
confined to occupiers of premises in the immediate vicinity of the bins, 
but from traders in districts outside. On many occasions I have had 
the places watched, and the police have rendered assistance in the 
matter with a view to prosecution, but no practical outcome has 
resulted. To give some idea of the extent to which this illegal 
procedure is carried, I may state that only yesterday, during an 
inspection of some of our bad places in the City, I observed that the large 
public iron dustbin in Windsor Street, Bishopsgate, was crammed 
full of straw and sweepings of some shop or factory. Whilst I was on 
the spot the dustcart arrived to empty this bin, and upon asking the 
driver when he was there iast he tephied at seven the same morning, 
adding that the bin was frequently emptied twice a day, and never less 
than eight times a week. In Providence Place, Middlesex Street, and 
in Hanging Sword Alley, Whitefriars, the same thing obtains, The 
former place consists of about twenty small two-roomed houses, some 
of which have w.c.’s in the basements; the latter place has only two 
houses, for the accommodation of which there is an old brick dustbin 
of a size far in excess of their requirements. The remedy for this evil 
will be found in the extension of the skip system, and the entire 
removal of all the public dustbins throughout the City. This skip 
system is largely used in many of the metropolitan sanitary districts, as 
I have before reported to you. Thus in Poplar 20,000 are in use, in 
Bermondsey 15.000, and an-immense number in Bethnal Green, etc. 


Cases of defective drainage in Nevill’s Court, Fetter Lane, 
were also reported. 
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No advertisement of any Foods, Drugs, or Drinks, 
of the purity of which the Editor and Consulting 
Analyst are not satisfied, will be permitted to appear 
in this Journal; and should the Consulting Analyst 
discover that any advertised substance is impure, 
worthless, adulterated, or injurious to public health, 
such advertisement will be excluded from our Columns. 


Quantitative and qualitative analyses of every kind 
undertaken by the Consulting Analyst. 


For terms write 
Consulting Analyst, c/o Editor, 
Foop, Drucs, AND DRINK, 
183, Strand, London, W.C. 
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AS SUPPLIED TO THE ADMIRALTY. 
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THE PUBLIC MILK SUPPLY.—I. 























A CYNICAL humourist, who had devoted much attention to 
adulteration swindles, tells a little story that points the moral 
as to how deeply fraud has eaten into commercial life. 
‘«There were three flies who were great friends. These flies 
started out on a journey in search of something to eat. They 

ame to a piece of bread, and one of the flies, being very 
hungry, stepped in advance of his companions and fastened 
eagerly on to the bread. It contained alum, and the fly died 
in great agony from the contraction of his digestive organs. 
His remaining companions, oppressed with grief, mourned his 
loss, but hunger compelled them to seek subsistence. They 
arrived at a bowl of sugar, of which one partook. The sugar 
ontained sulphuric acid, and one more unhappy insect laid 
down his life. The survivor, bereft of his companions, deter- 


x 


mined to end, by suicide, his lonely existence, so he alighted 
on a fly-paper, partook of the poison thereof, and prepared 
himself for death, but to his surprise he found that instead of 
death or disease he had made a hearty meal—the fly-paper 
was ADULTERATED.”’ 
_ The cynic by no means exaggerated the situation. It is a 
shameful truth that the majority of the articles we eat and 
drink are adulterated ; that diseases innumerable are directly 
caused by such adulteration; and that there is little or no 
check upon the persons who reap colossal fortunes by thus 
swindling their fellow-creatures. 
_ As regards milk, water is still practically the only adultera- 
tion practised with milk, annatto being used to hide the blue- 
ness and give the so-called milk a natural colour, but of late a 
_ thriving and increasing business has been done in ‘‘ separated ”’ 
milk. A large London company of milk-dealers, having 
several shops, mostly in the East-end, were prosecuted for sell- 
ing milk divested of 50 fer cent. of tts natural cream. It 
came out in the evidence that at Norwich there is a butter 
_ factory where the cream is ‘‘ extracted ’’ from the milk, and the 
_ “skimmed ”’ milk is sent to London. This skimmed milk is 
_ mixed with new milk, the result being that all of it is deficient 
in cream. This ingenious and vile swindle, in the opinion of 
_ Mr. Montagu Williams, was adequately punished by a fine of 
tos. Sucha farcical penalty naturally enough had the effect of 
_ making the vendors more bold, and they pursued with renewed 
vigour the sale of milk divested of its feeding qualities. The 
inspectors, however, did not despair, but prosecuted them 
again—this time, fortunately, before Mr. Bushby. The milk 
was proved to have been deprived of 60 per cent. of its cream 
‘in one case and 33 per cent. in another. Mr. Bushby here 
inflicted a fine of £15 and costs in the first case, and £5 and 
_ costs in the second case. 
_ When it is borne in mind that milk furnishes the main 
nourishment for infants, the rascality of vending ‘‘ separated ’”’ 
_milk as pure milk will be fully appreciated. Speaking on 
this question, the City of London Analyst says :—‘‘ The 
greatest offenders are the retail general shopkeepers who 
supply milk in small quantities to factory girls, workpeople, 
and especially, by reason of its cheapness, to the children 
of the poorer classes. In the latter case a deprivation of 
nourishment occurs, for the milk, after deg well watered by 
the dishonest dealer, ts again diluted by the mother, on the 
assumption that being genuine cow’s milk it would be too 
strong for assimilation by the infant stomach.” 
If magistrates were to do their duty and deal severely with 
_ these dishonest vendors, the inspectors would have more 
encouragement to haul the rascals before justices, and milk 
adulteration would perceptibly decline. 
___In Salford the supervision is s¢vzc¢, and only two per cent. 
_ of the samples were adulterated; but samples are there 
taken at the railway stations before the milk is delivered to 
_tetailers. If the railway stations in London were similarly 
dealt with there would be much less milk adulteration in the 
metropolis, but very little will be done in putting a stop to the 
practice until our invertebrate magistrates are stiffened to 
their work. ‘Their incapacity and careléssness is exampled 
again in a queer case where the milkseller made the plea 
that his milk was destitute of fats on account of the cream 
having settled on the top, and having been ladled out to the 
first customer, who got foo much cream. The magistrate 
accepted this ingenious plea, and dismissed the case, but 
the St. George’s, Hanover Square, Vestry appealed to the 
Court of Queen’s Bench, and on December 2nd, 1891, the 
superior court allowed the appeal, and directed the easily- 
deluded magistrate to convict. 


_. _ The Local Government Board’s Report, 1890-91, mentions 


_the case of a Birmingham retailer who had a brass label 
soldered on his can, bearing the words, ‘‘This is diluted 
milk.” The inspector being shown this was powerless to 
prosecute. Fortunately, however, this milkman was caught 


’ in another way, a sample being taken at the place of delivery, 


under the Act of 1879, and legal proceedings were instituted, 
which resulted in punishing him bya £20 fine. 

Too little regard is paid to the question of impurities and 
infections in milk. Dr. Vaughan, at the International 
Congress of Hygiene, in August, 1891, said :—‘‘ The infection 
of milk is one of the most serious questions that can interest 
the student in public health, as it constitutes one of the most 
potent factors in the causation of infant mortality. A 
large proportion of the deaths of infants is due to diarrhea. 
The attacks of diarrhoea are most prevalent amongst children 
artificially fed.’’ In this connection the conclusions of Mr. 
Fleming and Professor McFadyean are especially valuable. 
‘‘ The conditions under which dairies are kept and cheese is 
made were points about which there could be no doubt as to 
their being in many cases most unfavourable.’’ Professor 
McFadyean suggested a fortnightly inspection of dairies, 
as milk readily transmitted consumption where phthisical 
patients were employed in dairies. He agreed that the main 
cause of tuberculosis was from animals. 

Milk may become infected from diseases of the udder, or by 
contact with sick persons. As an instance of the risk of such 
infection, Professor Brown related a case where one of his 
officials noticed a man milking a cow that had a diseased 
udder. Nothing but Aure pus came, and the milker was 
surprised at being told that he should not milk that part of 
the udder. He regarded the deep yellow-coloured Jus as a 
proof of extra richness, which he considered would improve 
the quality of the rest of the milk when mixed with it. 

Bad as ordinary milk is as regards adulteration, those 
substances sold as Condensed Milk are far worse. Of these 
the Local Government Board Report states, ‘‘ Various samples 
have been found almost completely deprived of fat, having been 
apparently made of skim milk.’’ 1890-91, p_cliv. 

The Analyst for Battersea reports :—‘‘ The two samples 
reported as adulterated were certified to have had at /easf go 
per cent. and at least 60 per cent. of the fat abstracted 
respectively. These substances were sold in tins, which bore 
labels setting forth their good guality, their shectal fitness for 
znfants and household use, and stating that they were free 
from all additions except caze sugar, a fortion only of the 
cream having been removed. The directions given on these 
labels for diluting the product with water would, if followed, 
result in producing exceedingly weak sugary liquids of very 
little value. To use such preparations in the manner directed 
as the sole food for infants, would undoubtedly be seriously 
injurious to their health.”’ 

It is questionable, however, if even one in every hundred 
purchasers of condensed milk takes the trouble to know what 
the article really is that he is purchasing. A pure condensed 
milk should contain not less than eight per cent. of fat 
(cream); but seven-tenths of the substances sold as condensed 
milk do not contain more than 1°54 to 2°72 per cent. of fat, 
being made from milk from which the fat has been separated 
by the centrifugal separator. They are, therefore, not con- 
densed milk, but mere concoctions of skimmed milk, thickened 
with sugar, possessing no feeding properties worth men- 
tioning. 

Amongst the very poor, mothers who go out to work usually 
put their children out to nurse, and a pound tin of condensed 
milk is regarded as a week’s food supply, and furnished for 
that purpose by the mother. The alarmingly high rate of 
infant mortality that has puzzled our scientists to find its cause, 
is to a great degree here accounted for. Infants fed on such 
trash are literally starved to death. It has been calculated 
that a pound tin of the highest class condensed milk, containing 
ten per cent. of fat, only affords sufficient nourishment for two 
days fora healthy infant. The horrible process of starvation 
to which a baby is subjected who has to drag out a week’s 
existence on the rubbish that contains only one to two per 
cent. of nourishment may well be imagined; and to permit 
the sale of these fraudulent substances as it is at present 
carried on is toconnive at child murder. 

In another issue we shall give detailed analyses of the 
various makes of condensed milks now being sold to the 
public. Some of them are impostures of so impudent a 
character that it is plain the Legislature ought to prevent their 
sale. One now before us was purchased under the impres- 
sion that it was goat’s milk. The label bears a bold 
announcement that it is ‘‘Goat’s Milk,” and a picture of a 
goat with a girl. milking it adorns the label. In almost 
indiscernible letters on the animal appears, in small type, 
the word ‘‘brand.’’ The contents are not goat’s milk, nor 
even pure cow’s milk, but condensed ‘‘skimmed’’ milk. We 
ask our readers to assist in putting a stop to impostures of 
this nature being sold as pure condensed milk. Every copy 
of this week’s issue of FooD, DRUGS, AND DRINK contains a 
memorial which it is intended to present to the Right 
Honourable H. H. Fowler, M.P.. We ask such of our readers 
as have not already signed it to do so, and assist us in the 
endeavour to prevent the frauds we have called attention to. 


4 
ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 


BUTTER. 


At Westminster Police Court on the 3oth ult., Susan Mackrell, 
stated in evidence to be manageress of a branch establishment of the 
Farmers’ Direct Supply Company, at College Place, Chelsea, was 
summoned and fined 20s. and costs for selling as butter a mixture 
containing 30 per cent. of foreign fat. It was put up in paper, on 
which was printed the words ‘‘ Pure Butter.’”? Mr. J. S. Wilkinson 
prosecuted for the Chelsea Vestry. 


MARGARINE. 


At Liverpool on the 28th ult., Thomas Wilson, of 116, Walton 
Road, was summoned for having exposed eight lumps of margarine not 
labelled as such. Inspector Baker, who proved the case, stated that 
labels were used, but that they were placed on boxes on which the 
margarine was displayed. Mr, Quilliam, who defended, asked his 
worship to regard this offence as being one committed through a want 
of proper knowledge of the real meaning of the Act. The Stipendiary 
said that this was not a serious case, and he would inflict a fine of Ios. 


and costs only. 











MILK. 


At Coventry City Police Court, on the 3rd inst., before the Mayor 
(Mr. Singer) and Messrs. W. H. Hill, C. J. Hill, and G. A. Pridmore, 
Jacob Walker, dairyman, Playfield Dairy, Kenilworth, was sum- 
moned for selling adulterated milk. Mr. L. Beard (assistant town 
clerk) prosecuted. Dr. Bostock Hill (public analyst), who analysed a 
portion of the milk, certified that 4o per cent. of its fat had been 
abstracted. The defendant said the milk was sold in exactly the same 
state as when he received it. It was impossible for him to tamper 
with it, as it really was never in his possession. The Bench fined the 
defendant £2 and costs, £1 13s. 6d. 

At Dublin, on the 28th ult., James Cummins, dairyman, 137, Towns- 
end Street, was summoned, at the suit of the Public Health Depart- 
ment of the Cor; oration, for selling milk adulterated with 16 per cent. 
of added water. Sir Charles Cameron stated that Professor Tichborne 
had certified that the milk contained 8 per cent. of water, and the 
authorities at Somerset House had also certified that it contained 8 
per cent. of water besides being dep ived of a portion of its cream. 
His (Sir Charles Cameron’s) analysis stated what percentage of water 
was added, and Dr. Tichborne’s stated the percentage the milk con- 
tained. The difference, therefore, between the two results was very 
trifling. The Somerset House authorities allowed a half per cent. of 
solid matter in the milk as having been decomposed, which was a very 
liberal allowance, so that the discrepancy between his and Dr. Tich- 
borne’s analyses was so trifling as to be scarcely worth mentioning. 
The defendant said he thought the milk was pure. Having parted 
with his cows he had to buy the milk, and he had sold it as he bought 
it. The Magistrate said under these circumstances he would impose 
a fine of £1. 

At the Stipendiary’s Court, Hanley, on the 3rd inst., Hannah 
Hemmings, milk-seller, Edmund Street, Hanley, was summoned, at 
the instance of the Sanitary Authority, for a breach of the Food and 
Drugs Act by selling milk from which a portion of the cream had 
been abstracted without disclosing the fact to the purchaser. Mr. A. 
Challiner, town clerk, prosecuted. It appeared that a sample of milk 
purchased from the defendant proved upon analysis to have had 15 
per cent. of cream abstracted. The defendant said that she bought 
the milk as new, and sold it in the same state as she received it. The 
Stipendiary replied that the defendant was liable for the sale of the 
creamed milk, but if her statement was true she might bring an action 
against the person she bought it from to recover the penalty she had 
incurred, He imposed a fine of 20s. and 13s. costs. 


MUSTARD. 


At the Thames Police-court on the 29th ult., Thomas Robert 
Arter, grocer, trading as Arter Brothers, of 484 and 486, Cable Street, 
St. George’, and Ashton Street, Limehouse, was summoned for sell- 
ing mustard adulterated to the extent «f 25 per cent. of wheat flour, 
coloured with tu:meric. Mr. George Hay Young prusecuted on behalf 
of the Limehou e Dist ict Board of Works, and said defendant had 
two businesses. The inspector said he purchased two ounccs of 
mustard at the Ash on Street busisess, for which he paid at the rate of 
Is, 8d. apou d. At that price genuine mustard ought to be got, and 
showiog that the publc had been defrauded he might mention that 
wheat flour could be obtained at just half the price paid for the mustard. 
Defendant said the sale arose through the carelessness of a boy. He 
had been in business for sixteen years, and at one time had nine shops 
going, and had nev r before had a similar charge brought against him. 
Mr. Rose fined the defendant ros. and 23s. costs. 


BEER. 


At Lambeth Police Court, on the 3rd inst., a publican carrying 
on business in the Wyndham Road, Camberwell, was summoned by 
the Excise authorities for having diluted beer on the premises. 
Evidence was given showing that on the 12th August last samples of 
ale, porter, and stout were taken from the defendant's premises. Upon 
analysis at Somerset House the porter was found to have been diluted 
to the extent of three gallons of water to the barrel Mr. Hopkins 
fined the defendant /1o. 


WHISKY. 


Robert Daughton, innkeeper, Sutterton, was charged with having 
sold, on August 31st, whisky containing only 69°5 deg. of proof spirit, 
nstead of 75, as required by law. Defendant was further charged with 
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Sergeant Burgess proved the service of the summons. 


as imilar offence with regard to brandy, which contained 68°55 deg. only, 
Superintendent 


Crawford said he went to defendant’s house, the Angel Inn, on the 
31st of August, and bought one pint each of whisky and brandy; for 
the brandy paying 4s , and for the whisky 2s. After purchasing it he 
left the usual notice that he required it for analytical purposes. He 
submitted a sample to the county analyst (Mr. C. H. Southwell), 
who reported that the whisky contained only 69°6 deg. of proof spirit 
instead of 75 deg., the minimum allowed by law, and the brandy 
only contained 68°65 deg. Defendant was not able to appear, 
being ill, but his son appeared in his stead. He stated that the 
brandy was not exposed for sale. A previous conviction had heen 
brought against defendant for a similar offence, and the Bench imposed 
a fine of 40s. and costs in each case. 

At Temple Cloud, Somerset, on the 27th ult., Thomas Luton, 
licensee of the Bear and Swan Hotel, Chew Magna, was charged with 
refusing to sell a pint of whisky for analysis. It appeared from the 
witness that Constable Hagg visited the hotel and was supplied with a 
glass of whisky from an earthenware cask in the bar. While he was 
there Sergeant Hunt came in and asked for a pint of whisky. 
Defendant wanted to serve him from another vessel, but the officer 
demanded it from the cask from which Hagg had been supplied ; but 
this the defendant refused to do, though he placed a measure under 
the tap to the cask and drew a small quantity. Defendant said he 
supplied his outdoor customers with a different whisky, which he 
offered to the sergeant, and that there was not sufficient in the cask in 
question. Both officers said it ran freely when drawn. Fined £3 and 
costs, and the licence to e endorsed. 

At Newark, on the 28th ult., Mary Ingram, public-house keepers 
Coddington, was charged with selling adulterated whisky on the 6th 
of September. Inspector Garforth said in this case the sample contained 
seven parts of addzd water to a hundred of whisky. The defendant 
stated that she did not know the right strength of whisky, but she 
always gave her customers a nice glass. Fined £1. 


GIN. 

At Billericay, Essex, last week, James Benson, of the Sun Inn, was 
summoned for selling a quart of gin 39 deg. under proof. The 
defendant, through his wife, pl_aded guilty. Mrs. Benson considered 
the gin had lost its strength while in the barrel. A fine of £1 and 
7s. 6d. costs was imposed. 


DRUGS. 

At Boston, Lincolnshire, on the 27th ult., Edith Martin, shopkeeper, 
of Sutterton, was charged with having on August 31st sold a quantity 
of tincture of rhubarb containing (by the report of Mr. C. H. 
Southwell, public analyst) not more than 50 per cent. of the amount 
of saffron ordered in the official preparation. Defendant admitted 
the charge, and said she sold it just as she found it in the shop. Her 
father had the business previous to her taking it. Withdrawn on 
payment of costs. 

Thirza White, shopkeeper, Sutterton, was charged with a similar 
offence. In this case (according to the report of the public analyst) 
not more than 25 per cent. of the amount of saffron ordered in the 
official preparation had been used and turmeric had been added, which 
is not an ingredient of the official preparation. Defendant admitted 
the offence, stating it was as she purchased it. Withdrawn on 
payment of costs. 


IT can hardly be expected that a Bench of unpaid and 
unlearned magistrates is the right tribunal to settle the 
question as to what constitutes a ‘‘ proper supply of water for 
public purposes.’’ The Finchley Local Board appealed to the 
Highgate magistrates last week to decide the matter as 
against the Barnet and District Gas and Water Company, but 
were of course beaten. The point was—whether the company 
were bound to keep a constant supply under pressure, Mr, 
Besley, who defended, declared in an intemperate harangue 
to the Bench that they were not, and he argued the matter 
from the standpoint of a capitalist, as he himself was a director 
of the Lambeth Water Company; and he abused the local 
board accordingly. In the first case the Bench decided 
that the company were not bound to give a constant supply, 
and dismissed the summons with £5 5s. costs, but agreed 
to state a case. The second case was a clear indictment of the 
water company. The evidence was that the Finchley Fire 
Brigade were called to a fire at ten o’clock in the morning, 
and that three-quarters of an hour elapsed before the turncock 
could be found to turn on the water, with the result that the 
house was gutted. For the defence it was argued that there 
was no unreasonable delay on the part of the company, and 
that they were not bound to provide a constant supply under 
pressure, that there was always water in the pipes, and that 
there need be no delay when an engine was brought to pump 
the water. A good force of water could always be got from 
the mains, but pending the arrival of the turncock, if the 
service pipes were used then the water must be pumped. The 
decision of the Bench was the same as in the other case. It 
is clear that an authoritative pronouncement on the question 
is needed if life and property are to be jeopardised to enable 
water companies to keep down working expenses and swell 
their dividends, 
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FORMS OF ADULTERATION. 


BESIDES the ordinary forms of adulteration of articles of food 





with which the reports of public analysts have made the public 


ainfully familiar, there exists some trade practi 
allied to adulteration to which we desire to shee se rece ned 
of our legislators and the public in the hope of rousing them 
to much-needed action. 

The practices to which we refer are those of artificially 
colouring many, if not most, articles of food by the manu- 
facturer or vendor, and of adding to them certain chemicals 
credited with preservative powers, so-called antiseptics. 

The most universally coloured article is butter, and it may 
with great confidence be asserted that there is hardly a pound 
of butter sold at the present time in this country which has not 
been doctored, mostly by the aid of a harmless vegetable 


colouring matter—annatto—-in order to impart to such butter a 


rich golden colour. Butter naturally varies much in colour, 


according to the season, the breed of the cow, and mainly its 


food ; and it is but rarely the natural butter possesses the 


_ colour to which the public is now accustomed. The desire of 
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_ for the purpose of hiding the colour of unhealthy or stale meat | 


those who introduced this admixture was obviously to make 
their product appear richer and more enticing to the eye than 
nature had intended. One after the other the rest of butter 
merchants had to follow suit. 

Milk is also generally coloured by the milkman. Here the 
object is plain. Watered milk assumes, as is well known, the 
tell-tale sky blue colour which at once betrays that the milk 
has been tampered with. To hide this the blue milk is again 
artificially provided by means of a yellow solution of colour 
with a rich creamy appearance. To hide the original fraud 
the second deception is practised. Other milk dealers, not to 
be left behind, followed suit, and even genuine milk is now 
not unfrequently provided with an exaggerated creamy 
appearance. 

Mustard, especially that which has been adulterated with 


flour, which in consequence also would look sickly pale, is 
brought up to the original colour of genuine mustard by the 


addition of turmeric, and a similar practice is beginning to be 
adopted in the pepper trade. 
Sausages, both meat and skin, are dyed with aniline colours, 


which may have been used. Jams, especially plum jam, are 
generally dyed with aniline colours, and sugar confectionery 
is hardly ever without such artificial dye. Ale is darkened 
with burnt sugar, as also are brandies and whiskies. 

It must be admitted that in by far the majority of these 


_ cases the colour used is entirely harmless, and has no influence 


upon the health of the consumer. Yet there are a number of 


_ aniline colours which are positively poisonous, even when 


pure. Such colours are picric acid and its salts, Martius 
yellow, safranine, methylen blue, dinitro cresol and aurantia. 
Others, unobjectionable in themselves, become poisonous 
owing to their mode of manufacture, which leaves in the pro- 
ducts poisonous impurities, such as arsenic (rarely), salts of 
copper, tin or zinc. The manufacturer of sausages or jams 
has not the least idea whether the colours he uses may not 
belong to one or other of the above, to which doubtless many 
others could be added, and even if the quantity of colour con- 
sumed by one individual may be exceedingly small, it is pal- 
pably evident that no such manufacturer should have the 
right to use such colours. Almost every civilised country has 
passed legislative measures regulating the use of colours such 
as those referred to, but England, the mother of all Adul- 
teration Acts, has done nothing, and has in this, as in many 
other points concerning the sale of food and drink, remained 
far behind most other nations, even including the squabbling 
South American Republics. We do not, however, desire to 
make too much ofthe poisonous nature of the colours used, 
but would rest upon the broad principle that no one has a right 
to add to any article of food which he sells to the public any 
matter whatever, if such matter is not necessary in its prepa- 
ration. The Food and Drugs Act says plainly (clause 6), 
“Nothing shall be added to any article of food or drug unless 
the added substance is required for the production or prepara- 
tion thereto as an article of commerce,’’ and surely no one can 
contend that colour in butter or milk or jams or sausages is 
necessary? Perhaps owing to the unchecked practice of 
vendors the public have gradually become so accustomed to 
the unnatural colour and to artificially dyed articles of food, 
that if the practice were discontinued the public would 
wonder, perhaps complain; but surely it is no argument that 
because an evil habit, based originally and mainly upon fraud, 
has become general and has been practised long enough, 
that therefore it must be tolerated for all times. Let the 
private consumer use whatever colour he likes. Let him use 
cochineal for his jellies and ices, or saffron for his pie-crusts, 
as our grandmothers used to do, but deliver us from the 
amateur dyer, who insists that almost every article of food 


which we have to purchase is dyed with colours of which he 
himself knows nothing, and of which the unfortunate con- 
sumer knows still less. 

It will be said, if this practice is contrary to the provisions 
of the Food Act, why do not public analysts condemn the use 
of colour, and bring the offenders before the police-courts ? 
But where the Benches are filled, as they mostly are, with 
tradesmen of all descriptions, who are interested in one or 
other of these forms of deception; or with others, who look 
with the most lenient eyes upon all forms of adulteration as 
long as the consumer is not palpably poisoned—who are 
ignorant of the first principles of science, and who for the 
purpose of catching votes or increasing business want to be 
good friends with their trading fellow-citizens—what chances 
are there to get a conviction? The public analyst, who is 
paid by his authorities often not as much as the town scaven- 
ger, and who is estimated in value accordingly by his ignorant 
employers, would probably be reprimanded by the Town or 
County Council were he to bring any food-dyer before a court. 
What is wanted is legislation on this subject. The colours to 


be allowed, if any, should at least be defined as to nature and 
quantity, but it would be by far the best course to forbid the 
addition of any colour whatever by the vendor or producer to 
articles of food, based as the present universal practice is upon 
deception and upon fraud. 


(Zo be continued.) 





THE ADULTERATION ACTS. 
To the Editor of FooD, DRUGS AND DRINK, 


S1R,—In your issue of the ist inst. a list of boroughs 
is given by you, of which Carlisle is one, in which you state 
that the Food and Drugs Act is a dead letter. I beg to send 
you a List of Articles sent for Analysis during the year 1891 :— 


4 Samples of Lard. 


4 ” ” Pepper. 

4 - ,, Mustard. 

12 es », A Doctor’s Prescription, 
I Pe », Whisky. 

I 5 », Butter. 

2 - », Milk. 


The population of Carlisle in 1891, was 39,176. 


I am, Sir, etc., 
JOSEPH W. SMITH, 


Carlisle, 
Sanitary Inspector. 


October 4th, 1892. 


[We are pleased to insert Mr. Smith’s letter, by which we 
learn that at last the Food and Drugs Acts are being enforeed 
in Carlisle. Our report was based on that of the Local 
Government Board, by which we see that in 1890 no samples 
whatever were taken for analysis. Twenty-eight samples for 
1891 is not a bad beginning,*but the number is by no means 
what it ought to be for 39,176 of a population; and we hope to 
see a higher percentage for 1892. The other counties and 
boroughs complained of would do well to follow the good 
example set them by Carlisle.—ED. ] 
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THE Preston Town Council is undergoing a close self-exa- 
mination on the slink meat question. Some of its members 
are susceptible enough to public opinion to have instituted an 
investigation by a special committee into the statements freely 
made that Preston is a repository for slink meat from all parts 
of Lancashire. At the last meeting of the Council on the 
2gth ult., Alderman Edelston, chairman of the committee, 
replying toa motion that the committee should bring up the 
report at the next meeting, said he had made up his mind that, 
apart from the general question they should have an inspector 
to devote his whole time to looking after diseased meat. He 
had been forced to the conclusion at one meeting of the com- 
mittee that it was not safe to eat beef in Preston ; then, that 
mutton was not a meat to be taken with confidence ; pork was 
out of the question altogether ; and sausages were things to 
be strictly forbidden. The question of fish they had not con- 
sidered, but if all the evidence given before the committee was 
reliable, he did not know what a man was to eat, unless he 
turned vegetarian, and the matter of vegetables had not been 
gone into. If, according to Alderman Edelston, the inhabi- 
tants of Preston are in danger of starvation through fear of 
eating flesh meat, we can only tell him that he and his 
colleagues on the conncil are alone to blame. The slink meat 
traffic has flourished for years under their noses, and they 
must have known it, or else they must be persons of singular 


obtuseness. 
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DEATH FROM CHOLERA BY 
HAMBURG FRUIT. 





IN our issue of the 17th ult. we called attention to the fact 


that fruit from cholera-infected districts was being imported. 


into England, and used by cheap jam makers in East London. 
In consequence of our protests the General Steam Navigation 
Company instructed its agents not to ship any more fruit from 
infected ports. Some of the cheap jam makers and auctioneers 
affected to pooh-pooh the possibility of cholera being com- 
municated to any person by means of the fruit referred to, and 
careless of the dangers to their workpeople and to the public, 
persisted in the use of fruit from infected ports, 

We have now to record a death from cholera, the facts of 
_which, by the kindness of Dr. A. J. G. Waters, Medical 
Officer of Health, March, Cambridgeshire, we are able to 
place before our readers, Dr. Waters says :— 


‘‘ The deceased was taken ill on Friday night, September 16, 
and in consequence of the disease being of a severe and 
exceptional character, I called in Dr. Walker, of Peter- 
borough, who agreed with me that the case was one of cholera. 
We were not able to say positively that the disease was Asiatic, 
but it was so severe that we cansidered ourselves justified in 
advising and taking all precautionary measures as though it 
were. The deceased was a potato and fruit merchant, and of 
late had consignments of fruit from the Continent and Ham- 
burg. Ihave no doubt that the germs of the disease were 
imported either in the packages or fruit.”’ 


Dr. Waters reported the case to the Local Government 
Board as follows : — 


[Copy.] 
March, September 22nd, 1892. 

‘‘ Dear Sir,—Herewith I give you a detailed report of a case 
of cholera at March :—Jonathan Harlow, eztat. 44, potato and 
fruit merchant, living at March, was seized on Friday night, 
September 16th, with purging and sickness, followed by severe 
cramps, affecting principally the fingers, calves of legs and 
thighs ; the stools were profuse, but without colour and but 
little smell; the vomit the character of rice water ; there was an 
entire absence of bile in both stool and vomit, and but little 
pain except from the cramps; thirst soon became a very 
troublesome symptom, and the patient seemed unable to 
assuage it. In a short time the patient appeared cyanotic, 
especially the extremities, the features were shrunk, the eyes 
half closed, and the skin bathed in cold sweat; the hands and 
fingers appeared as though they had been in a wash-tub for 
hours. On pinching up the skin .the folds were slow to 
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disappear; the surface of the body was very cold, the 
temperature under the tongue 98 degrees, pulse feeble and 
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unsteady ; there was great restlessness, and the urine was 


entirely suppressed for the first two days; on the third he made 
a small quantity, but not after. The purging and vomiting 
continued during the whole course, but the character of the 
discharge from the bowels became altered in colour the last 
two days of life. The coldness of the surface of the body 
continued to the end, with a feeble small pulse ; the mind was 
clear ; at first there was great anxiety and fear about himself, 
but afterwards an indifference as the end approached. The 
patient lived nearly five days from commencement of attack. 


‘‘ ALFRED J. G. WATERS, M.O.H.” 


Dr. Walker, of Peterborough, corroborated Dr. Waters’ 
views, and wrote :— 
‘‘Dear Dr. Waters,—I am sorry that I missed seeing you 


the otherday. Inreference to Mr. Harlow’s fatal illness, | am 
satisfied that you were right in certifying that to the best 


of your knowledge and belief the deceased died of cholera, ' 


Your description of the symptoms when you first saw Mr, 
Harlow was that of a case presenting almost every indication 
of Asiatic cholera; there were the serous rice-water evacua- 
tions, the violent cramp in the limbs, suppression of urine 
collapse, and the peculiar shrivelled condition of the dark an 

livid hands. Of the symptoms I have seen in cholera, the 
pinched countenance and husky voice alone appear to have 
been absent. The only point to throw doubt on the case being 
cholera. was the difficulty of associating it with any other 
case, but the solution of this difficulty appeared to be found 
in the fact that you had good reason to believe that Mr, 
Harlow had been unpacking goods imported from Hamburg, 
which might have been tainted. When I saw the patient on 
the 19th instant, he had somewhat rallied from the condition 
of collapse, and there was bile in the secretions, but he still 
presented certain characteristic symptoms. I observed the 
cramps and the shrunken and shrivelled fingers. When Mr. 
Harlow died I do not consider that you would have been 
justified in stifling inquiry by returning the death as one from 
choleraic diarrhoea, nor do I think you would have been doing 
your duty had you neglected any one of the stringent measures 
of precaution which you adopted from the first to prevent the 
possibility of the disease spreading. It is, I believe, certainly 
better to deal with a severe and fatal case of choleraic 
diarrhoea as if it were Asiatic cholera, than as if it were non- 
infectious choleraic diarrhcea. 


“THOMAS JAMES WALKER.” 


The deceased died onthe 21st ult., having lived five day 
from the commencement of the illness. Dr. Waters attended 
cases of cholera in 1854 and in 1861, and Mr, Harlow’s illness 
reminded him vividly of those cases. Immediately on Mr. 
Harlow’s death, Dr. Waters had the room and all parts of the 
premises disinfected. The Inspector of Nuisances was in- 
structed to flush every drain, clean out the ashpit, and disin- 
fect everything likely to retain contagion. An analysis of the 
water in the well and cistern at the deceased’s residence 
showed impurities, a considerable quantity of decomposed 
vegetable matter being present. The water was said to be 
filtered, but an inquiry showed that the filtering medium had 
not been changed for years, and that the water was, in con- 
sequence, far more impure after passing through the filter 
than before. The clothing of the victim of cholera, together 
with the boxes in which the fruit had been consigned, were 
packed by Dr, Waters in tarpaulin and burned, and every 
precaution was taken to prevent any spread of the infec- 
tion. This case shows the ease by which cholera can, 
under the imperfect Public Health Act, obtain a footing 
in this country. The jam season is now over, but from 
inquiries we learn that not only has fruit from cholera 
infected ports been largely used by most of the cheap jam 
makers, but that partially unsound fruit has been also con- 
verted into jam. In many cases our inquiries have been 
assisted by jam makers, but in others, curt refusals to give any 
information have come from the firms, and these mostly from 
East London ones. There is little doubt that a fresh outbreak 
of cholera will take place next year, and the sanitary inspectors 
in districts where jam works are situated will do well to watch 
carefully the fruit and other supplies, and seize such as are 
found to be unsound. The best makers do not need to use 
suspected and unsound fruit, but that the cheap makers do so 
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our inquiries abundantly prove; and grocers as. well as the 
general public should be on their guard against the cheap 
jams with which the market is now flooded. 


—S SSS 


BEER ADULTERATION. 


THE first of the adjourned prosecutions brought by the 
Glamorgan County Council to stop the addition of salt in 
_ beer was, as our readers will see from the report we give in 
ano‘her column (extracted from the Western Mail), un- 
_ successful. This is much to be regretted on public 
grounds. It shows the great difficulties that confront local 
authorities anxious to do their duty to the public. It also 





_ shows how easily magistrates may be influenced by some 
scientific evidence, and suggests the belief that the magis- 


trates themselves may not have been wholly free from bias 
‘caused by ownership or monetary interest in the trades affected. 
For ourselves, the opinions of the witnesses called to defend 
the addition of salt to beer are of no importance whatever. 
To make an analysis of a different nature to that made by 
Dr. Morgan from the quantity taken for analysis is quite im- 
possible, and the complaint of Dr. Arthur Pearson Luff that 
“the county analyst’s certificate was unscientific, inaccurate 
and misleading,’’ is to be regretted, judged from a profes- 
sional standpoint, if the expressions credited to Dr. Luff in 
the South Wales Daly News report were really used by that 
gentleman. Apart from the questionable taste displayed in 
such reference, there is no] public analyst of note who would 


venture to assert that from half-a-pint of beer an analysis 


giving the exact amount of each chloride present could be 
The extent to which deleterious adulteration in beer 
‘is indulged in by brewers is notorious, and the Glamorgan 
prosecutions will have one good effect even should they fail. 
They will cause very necessary Parliamentary action to be 


_ taken prohibiting the use of substances other than malt and 


hops in brewing beer, and limiting the amount of salt per 
gallon. The present case shows the need for State recognition 
of the society of public analysts. It is to such a body that the 
fixing of standards of purity in food and drink should naturally 
fall. The absence of State recognition of the society of public 
analysts has left the question of drink adulteration in the 
incompetent hands of Somerset House and the Excise Autho- 
rities, with the result described by an eminent analyst in our 
pages a few weeks ago, that ‘‘ one substance after another has 


_ been allowed 'to be put into beer, that there is no need to use 


malt and hops, and that injurious preservatives to any extent 
may be added to counteract the effects of bad brewing.’”’ That 
such should be the existing condition of things in regard to 
beer is fraudulent to the public and disgraceful to the country, 
and we hope it will weigh in hearing the appeal by the Gla- 
morgan County Council. 


SS - SSDS 


TRADE JOURNALS AND 
ADULTERATION. 


THE Grocer for September 24th affords instructive read- 
ing. Starting at the first page, there will be found a letter 





in praise of margarine, which article is there lauded for 


its purity and wholesomeness, and its introduction is declared 
to be a great benefit to this country. 

No doubt much of the margarine, and probably all which is 
made by the best makers, is manufactured from pure fats, 


_ against which nothing can be urged on the score of freshness 


or wholesomeness. But an immense proportion of margarine 
is made in Holland from oleomargarine imported from 
America, some of which is perfectly unfit for human food, and 
reeking with unsavoury odour. A brand called ‘‘ The 
Empire ’’ has repeatedly come under my notice, the smell of 
which, when warmed, was positively disgusting. Fine mar- 
garine cannot, of course, be made from such stuff, but not all 
margarines are fine, yet all are consumed chiefly by the 
working classes, and often in the belief that they are pure 
butter. Nothing whatever is known about the origin of many 
of these American oleomargarines, and anyone with a nose 
can satisfy himself that not everything in the margarine trade 
is as it ought to be. ; 

As to the great benefit to this country, it can be safely 


asserted that no modern article of food has proved of greater 


damage to the agriculture of England than margarine. Very 
little indeed is made in England, most of the raw material 
‘coming from America, and of the ready-manufactured product 


from Holland, English farmers have for years had to compete 


at a disadvantage with the agriculturists of other more 
favoured countries, but the milk and butter supply was in their 
hands. The latter is rapidly slipping away from England, not 
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without due reason, but the introduction of margarine has 
depressed butter prices and helped more than anything else to 
damage the farming interests throughout the country. 

On the same page of the journal alluded to are found letters 
on the weight of a bar of soap, and weighing paper with 
goods. It appears that the weight of a bar of soap is on the 
wane, and that a form of adulteration, which the grocer 
merely calls a trade-competition, is extensively practised, 
which is plain robbery. Soap is rarely sold by weight, but by 
the bar, and one maker after another, in order to undercut his 
competitors, diminishes the weight of his bars. Sugar paper is 
weighed with the sugar, and the weight of many proprietary 
articles is frequently deficient. A tin of condensed milk, 
nominally a pound, is often less than a pound, and so on with 
numerous canned yoods. 

On page 543 is a leading article on ‘‘ Real Jam,’’ anent 
some observations of Coroner Danford Thomas on “family 
jam.” The trade paper exultantly argues that there is no 
deleterious adulteration in jam, and that though ‘‘ now and 
then the analysts detect a small proportion of chicory in 
coffee, or that margarine has not (probably through accident) 
been labelled as prescribed by statute, such harmless admix- 
ture is very different from actual adulteration.’’ Small pro- 
portions of chicory and coffee, indeed! when cases are 
reported almost every week in which the chicory amounts 
to 80 and even go per cent. of the whole mixture; when 
margarine is continually sold, perhaps the bulk of it is 
sold, as butter, fraudulently and_ intentionally. There 
came but quite lately a case of jam adulteration before 
the Law Courts, in which one large firm of grocers 
claimed damages from a firm of jam manufacturers for 
having supplied them, instead of plum jam, as contracted 
for, with a mixture of apple and plum jam. Thousand of jars 
of this mixture had been unwittingly sold by the grocers in 
question to the public, yet, when they brought the matter into 
court, the jury held, in their wisdom, that such addition did 
not constitute adulteration. So deeply has the pernicious 
teaching of papers, like the Grocer, sunk into the minds of 
the public, that they begin to look upon such miserable frauds 
as matters of course. It is true that, owing to the efforts of 
public analysts, there is little injurious adulteration practised 
nowadays, but the plain cheating goes merrily on, It is 
truly kind of the trade not to poison the consumers and only 
cheat them with a little chicory in coffee, or now and then to 
sell a pad of margarine for butter. But is there no injurious 
adulteration even now? Are not many jams sold by well 
known makers highly coloured with aniline colours, of the 
physiological action of which hardly anything is known, and 
certainly nothing known to the manufacturers, who, without 
scruple or inquiry, use such colours merely to give their goods 
an appearance of fictitious quality? We shall shortly have 
something more to say about this prevalence of colouring, 
which is becoming a danger and a scandal in almost every 
article of food. 

Again, on page 545, the Grocer complains that the Food 
and Drugs Acts are being enforced in the town of Bewdley, 
not because the tradesmen object to having samples taken for 
analysis, but because samples have not been taken from all 
tradesmen alike, without exception. They have bad con- 
sciences, and, fearing to be detected, they want their fellow- 
tradesmen to suffer equally with those that may be found out. 

Surely there must still be honest men left among the grocery 
trade; but, judging from their main organ, the outside reader 
must come to a different conclusion. The organ in question, 
from beginning to end, seems to have but one object, which 
cannot be but apparent from the extracts above given, all 
from one single number of the paper. 


SS SSIS 


OUR LOOKING GLASS. 


SUSTICE. 


AN ‘Eminent Analyst,’’ who writes to Food, Drugs and 
Drink, gives it as his opinion that so far as the regulations 
of Somerset House go (in spite of Adulteration Acts) ‘‘ any 
alcoholic decoction that the ingenuity and the dishonesty of 
the brewers may suggest is allowed to pass as beer.’’ We 
shall have to deal with these fraudulent brewers and publicans 
some day. No modern Government dare touch them. 





THE CLARION (MANCHESTER). 

Food, Drugs and Drink is a new weekly journal, whose 
mission is to bring about changes in the Food and Drugs Acts 
by which food and drink adulteration will be rendered more 
risky than it is at present. It gives some startling facts about 
the adulteration of beer, milk, etc., and the ‘‘ doctoring’’ of 
beef, etc. Such a journal cannot fail to be useful. 
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FOOD PROSECUTIONS. 


MEAT. 


At Great Yarmouth, on the Ist inst., William Mayes and George 
Mayes, butchers, Yarmouth, were summoned for having on their 
premises flesh meat that was unfit for human food. The Town Clerk 
(Mr. T. M. Baker) prosecuted, and Mr. Chamberlain appeared for the 
defendants, The Town Clerk stated that the defendants supplied 
smacks with fresh and salt meat. On September 13th the inspector 
of nuisances received certain information, ani on the following day he 
called upon the defendants and asked what they had done witha 
certain carcase received by them from the railway company. The 
defendant William took the inspector to his premises at Runham 
Vauxhall, and there he saw a number of pieces of meat in salt that 
were putrid and unfit for human food. In reply to the inspector, the 
defendant William said the meat was for some pigs. The inspector 
asked to see the pigs, and was shown three or fourones. He remarked 
that meat would not be given to such pigs, and the defendant William 
then said that he intended to buy some store pigs. The defendant 
William afterwards offered to bribe the inspector. Inspector Patrick 
O’Connor, in reply to Mr. Chamberlain, said there were about 36 stones 
of bad meat, and the defendant William told him he had given 
Sos, for it. The meat could be smelled as soon as the door of 
the premises was opened, but there were some portions that 
might have passed muster. Fifty shillings was an exceptional price 
to give for 36 stones of offal. The grease from the meat would 
not be worth 35s.; it would not be worth more than a quarter of that. 
William Caddy, assistant to a horse-slaughterer at Darsham, said 
that on Monday, September 4th, he bought a carcase for two guineas 
to feed pigs with. He communicated with Mr. P:ime, of Yarmouth, 
who told Mr. Mayes, and that gentleman visited Darsham during the 
afternocn, aud bought the carcase for 50s. Inreply to Mr. Chamberlain 
witne:s said if he had boiled the meat for pigs he would have boiled it 
to ragi. The fat he would have obtained from it would have been 
worth 35s. He had never salted meat he intended to give to pigs, but 
’ he had heard of salt being put on to it to keep it. When Mr. Mayes 
bought the carcase he said it was for pigs’ food. The meat smelled 
very badly, and could not possibly be so d for human food. It c.uld 
not possibly be represented as sound meat, because the +m Il vould 
betray it to anybody. In re-examination by the Town Clerk, 
witness said this meat was sent by passenger train. It was 
wrapped in cloth for the purposes of transit. In reply to the 
Mayor, witness said the carcase was dressed as it would be if it were 
intended for human food. Mr. Last, veterinary surgeon, said no one 
would give 50s. for a carcase for pigs’ food, for a horse could be bought 
for 10s. with the skin, while 8s. could be obtained for the skin. He had 
never heard of salted meat being given to pigs; indeed, in large doses 
salt killed pigs. No appreciable fat could be obtained from salted beef. 
The tat would be worth next to nothing. The case against George 
Mayes was dismissed, there being no evidence against him. E. Lacon, 
boatowner, Yarmouth, said that for four years he had bought meat 
from the defendant for his smacks. He always bought fresh meat, and 
the men are very particular about the quality of it. Cross-examined, 
witness said he had heard of .bad meat being found on board smacks. 
John R. Johnson said he owned three fishing boats. For some years 
he had bought his meat from the defendant, and he had always been 
satisfied with the way he had been served. He was not aware that 
salt meat was ever supplied to smacks by butchers. The smacksmen 
salted the meat themselves. George Mayes, brother of the defendant, 
said he lived at Runham Vauxhall, where the bad meat was found. 
He had a piggery there, with accommodation for forty or fifty pigs. 
He knew nothing about the meat being bought until it was delivered. 
The meat was blown and fermenting, and smelled very badly. It was 
to be used for the pigs. He helped his brother to cut up the carcase. 
It was a common thing to feed pigs with salt meat. The grease from 
the meat was sent to Sheffield. He did not know what was done 
with it there. He had no intention of using any part of the carcase for 
human food. A man named Cork, a drover and dealer, said it was a 
common thing to boil bad meat for pigs and to seli the grease. The 
fact that the meat was salted would not detrimentally affect it for the 
purpose of pigs’ food. He had a commission from the defendant 
to buy about twenty pigs for him. In reply to the Mayor, witness 
said piys thrived on such food as this meat would have made. The 
magistrates, after consultation, fined the defendants £10, and costs 
amounting to £3 Is. 6d., the alternative being one month’s im- 
prisonment, with hard labour, 

At Ayr, on the 3oth ult., before Bailie Templeton, Quintin Young, 
jun., Cross Street, was charged with having in his possession on 
2nd September parts of two carcases of cows unfit for human food, 
and Chas. Dick and M’Cartney, Ayr, were charged with being 
proprietors of the diseased carcases. Dr. Riddall said that on 3rd 
or 4th September he saw parts of two carcases of cows at the dead- 
house. He found indications of tubercular disease all through the 
flesh, and it was quite unfit for human food. One part was in a bag, 
and the bones had been removed from it. Parts of the meat were 
dressed as if intended for sale. Mr. Milne, sanitary inspector, said 
that on 2nd September he got information regarding some carcases in 
Wallacetown. In consequence of that information he went to 117, 
Cross Street, where Young resides. He found portions of two carcases 
of cows, He found the meat in the passage leading to the house, 
There were two hind legs of one animal, and one carcase was entire 
with the exception of a hind leg. One carcase was boned. The meat 
was contained in two bags. One bag showed tbat Indian meal had 
been in it. He mentioned to Young that the meat was diseased, and 
Young replied that he did not think there was much disease about it. 
Witness said it was so bad that he should seize it, and then Young 














October 8, 1892. 


said he had bought it for 5s., and that he intended to feed the pigs with 
it. The carcase he examined was that of an animal that had suffered 
from tuberculosis, The tubercules were found in great clusters. The 
flesh was in a state of readiness for mincing. The other parts he 
saw seemed to belong to a better animal, but on cutting into the 
flesh he noticed tubercules also. All the meat was totally unfit for 
human food. The fact that the lymphatic glands had been removed 
from part of it showed, to his mind, that it was designed for human — 
food. If it had been meant solely for boiling down, the bones did not — 
require to be so carefully removed, For the defence, Francis M’Ginn, — 
said he remembered going to Lillylaw and leaving instructions that the 
two cows were to be killed. He went on the following day to 
Lillylaw and saw the carcases, and as soonas he saw them he said 
they were ‘‘ wrong ones,’’ and that the flesh ws only fit for hens — 
and pigs. The carcases were taken to Young’s for that purpose. 
The charge against Dick was abandoned, while M’Cartney was f und 
not guilty. The Bailie found Young guilty. It was only, he pointed 
out, after the arrival of the sanitary inspector that the story of the 
meat being for the hens and pigs was originated. Sentence was deferred. 

At Lambeth Police-court, on the 3rd inst., Walter B. Huggett, 
butcher, of 281, Wandsworth Road, was summoned (taken out by the 
Lambeth Vestry under the Public Health Act) for exposing for sale meat 
unfit for food. Mr. H. J. Smith, clerk to the vestry, prosecuted, and 
Mr. W. H. Armstrong defended. From the evidence of Inspector Bott, 
sanitary officer to the vestry, it appeared that on the morning of 11th 
September he found a number of pieces of meat which were turn'ng 
colour and stinking. The defendant’s foreman said the meat was not 
intended for sale, and that he had not had time to clear it away. Mr. 
Armstrong said the meat had gone wrong during the night, and there 
was no intention of selling it. Dr. Verdon, sanitary officer, said he 
had examined the meat, and found it unsound and quite unfit for food. 
After hearing some evidence for the defendant, Mr. Hopkins said he 
was quite satisfied the meat was exposed for sale, and that it was bad. 
He fined the defendant £10 and £2 2s. costs. 


SS SOS 
ANALYSTS AND MAGISTRATES. 
To the Editor of FooD, DRUGS AND DRINK. 


StR,—In the case of milk adulteration referred to in your 
last issue under the above heading, I agree in the main with the 
remarks you made. In my opinion the magistrates had no 
right to accept my certificate as evidence against Mr. Otto 
Hehner’s. The making of the Official Public Analyst’s 
Certificate evidence constitutes to my mind an initial legislative 
error of great gravity. 

In the course of some 17 or 18 years’ practice as a Public 
Analyst, I have frequently seen cases reported in the news- 
papers in which I have felt certain a miscarriage of justice has 
taken place in consequence of the absence of verbal evidence 
in support of the certificate. It behoves the analyst when 
making out his certificate to be as short and terse as possible, 
or clever advocates may distort and twist his words to the 
confusion of the Bench. The analyst has no knowledge of the 
kind of defence about to be set up, and the prosecuting 
counsel in the absence of other evidence has to rely solely on 
the certificate, which is dumb to all questions and inquiries. 

With regard to milk (and many other articles which could 
be named), undoubtedly it is high time that some minimum 
standard should be set up for the whole country, and this 
standard must not be arrived at by searching out the lowest 
quality of genuine milk (that is, unadulterated by human 
hands) known ever to have been yielded by the poorest cow, 
healthy or sick. The fairest figures for all concerned, the con- 
sumer on the one hand and the purveyor on the other, keeping 
in mind that the interests of the former:are by far the vaster of 
the two, could be arrived at best by the members of the Society 
of Public Analysts, whose knowledge of milk and milk supplies 
overrides that of all others. The figures thus obtained could 
be submitted to the Local Government Board for approval, and 
if approved of, the whole business is simplified. This being 
done, another thing remains which powerfully interferes 
with the operations of the Act, especially so far as milk is 
concerned. The Legislature in its wisdom foresaw the necessity 
of obtaining a statement upon the analyst’s certificate, setting 
forth whether or no any change had taken place in the 
constitution of the article named, which would interfere with 
the analysis. This may be a useful provision butif necessary 
for the Public Analyst, why not for the Somerset House 
Analysts? Why should they be permitted to take a stale 
putrid sample of milk, the changes of the constitution in 
which would be varying in kind and in magnitude, in 
accordance with the form or forms of fermentation which had 
been set up, and after making an arbitrary allowance of their 
own device, to give a vague opinion upon a certificate signed 
by two or three officials—a certificate which overrides all 
others, and, in fact, is an arbitrary zfse dixzt ? 

The man who analysed the sample when it was fresh and 
reliable sees the cases quoted by trade journals as evidence 
of his want of skill in particular, and of the unreliability 
of Public Analysts in general. I am, Sir, etc., 


Hants County Laboratory, ARTHUR ANGELL. 
Southampton, October 3rd, 1892. Ld ai? 
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PROSECUTION FOR SALT IN 
x BEER. 





At Merthyr Police court on October Ist there were twenty cases set 
down for hearing in which publicans at Merthyr and Dowlais were 
summoned for pains adulterated beer. 

The justices on the bench were Mr. W. M. North, Sti iar 
Colonel Cresswell, Dr. Ward, Dr. Webster, and Mr. W. ea BE 
a while Mr. D, P. Davies, J.P., of Aberdare, joined his magisterial 
colleagues, but, of course, he took no adjudicative part, he being a 
member of the county council, at whose instance the prosecutions were 
instituted. 

_ The first case taken was that of Wm. Preston Shoot, landlord of the 

Cardiff Arms Inn, Picton Street, Merthyr. 

- Mr. Abel Thomas, Q.C., M.P. instructed by Mr. T. Mansell Franklen, 

erk to the county council), appeared in support of this as in that of 
the other summonses, and Mr. J. Plews (instructed by Mr. Llywarch 

Reynolds) defended. 

Mr. Abel Thomas, in opening the case, explained that the summons 
was taken out under section 6 of the Act of 1875, which provided 
that no person should sell, to the prej idice of the purchaser, any article 
of food or any drug which was not of the nature, substance, and quality 
demanded by such purchaser under a penalty not excceding £20. It 
was clear from the interpretation clause that beer was a food within the 
meaning of the Act, and there seemed to be no doubt also that if it 
contained an excessive quantity of any foreigu substance there must be 
an offence committed. Whenever a person asked for beer he expected 
to have the article ordinarily sold as beer, and not something which 
had any deleterious or foreign mixture. Whilst saying that for some 
beers it was not necessary to use any salt at all, yet he admitted that, 
perhaps, for the beers sold in this part of the country it was advisable 
that some small portion of salt should be added in cases where the 
water from which the beer was brewed possessed practically no saline 
properties. But as, everybody must see, immediately a large quantity 
of salt was added to the water, the effect upon the consumer was to 
_ produce thirst instead of alleviating thirst, and it really depended upon 
the quantity of salt used whether or not beer did not become an 
exceedingly dangerous commodity. He did not suggest that the 
‘brewers added the salt with the intention of creating great thirst, and 

there was no necessity why he should do so under the section, but he 

should prove that beer could be made and was made by the very best 

makers with the addition of much less salt than was used in this and 
_ the other cases, 
__ Superintendent Thorney proved the purchase of the beer. ‘The 
defendant told him that the beer came from the Taff Vale Brewery, 


_and he afterwards went to the brewery and asked to be allowed to take . 


half a gallon of the water with which they brewed. He was shown a 
tap, and he drew half a gallon of the water and took it himself to 
Dr. Morgan. 

Dr. Morgan said that since 1874 he had acted as a public analyst, 
and that he now heli appoimtments as public analyst for the counties 
of Glamorganshire, Pembrokeshire, Cardiganshire, Carmarthenshire, 

and Breconshire, and for Swansea, Cardiff, and Neath. He had 
analysed a large number of beers. Upon analysing the beer in this 

_case he found that it contained chlorine equal to 45} grains per gallon, 

and 45% grains of cblorine were equ:l to 75 grains ot sodium chloride 

or common salt per gallon. This was, in his opinion, an excessive 
‘quantity, and far beyond what is required for the manufacture of beer. 

_At the moment it quenched thirst, but ultimately it reproduced thirst 

in a more exaggerated form than originally. Tne amount of salt con- 

_ tained in the sample of water was equivalent to 2 4 grains per gallor— 

Practically 25. The maximum amount of salt in the gallon of beer 

that could be produced from malt and hops was from 63 to 7 grains, 

_ but it had been thought prucent to put it at 8. 

_ Mr. Abel Thomas: So that if the water were used as you found it, 

_and no salt added, the maximum amount of cbloride of sodium you could 

_have found in the gallon of beer would have been 10} graios.—Yes. 

Does it follow from that that something in the shape of natural 

salt must have been added ?—Yes; artificially added. Is anything 

like an addition 0° 65 grains necessary to make a commercial beer ? 

_—Certainly not. 

__ In cross-examination by Mr. Plews, Dr. Morgan said that he gave 

his certificate on the 26th of August. He was very busy during that 
month, and altogether he had to make between 200 and 300 analyses. 

“In arriving at a conclusion upon the samples of beer, in this case he 

found out the chlorine, and then by pen or pencil he calculated that it 

_was equal to so many grains of chloride of sodium. He did not think it 

“Necessary to go beyond that point; besides, any further investigation 

would have been impossible—or, if possible, useless. It would have 

been of no advantage to have carried the analysis any further with the 

_ quantity of material which he had at his disposal. 

Mr. Plews: Why ?-—The quantity of material at my disposal was 
such that it would have been impossible to make a complete analysis 
of the cask; therefore, if it couldn’t be satisfactorily done, it would be 
worse than useless to attempt it. A pint was the quantity you had?— 
No; it was twelve or fourteen ounces—about three-quarters of a pint. 

The Stipendiary suggested, amid laughter, that perhaps the 

defendant might have given the superintendent short measure. 
Questioned as to whether, if the Somerset House authorities could 
make a distinction in the chlorides in a certain quantity of beer, there 
Was any reason why he should not do so, Dr. Morgan said that there 
were instances in which he very much questioned the accuracy even of 
the Somerset House authorities. He ventured to state, he added, that 
he knew his work quite as well as they did. 

Mr. Plews: You said that anything over 50 grains of salt would be 
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adulteration.—I say that 50 grains is an ample margin, and that any- 
thing beyond that was certainly excessive. That is your individual 
opinion ?—That is my individual opinion, and one based upon experience 
for the last eighteen years in this county. It is not my opinion only, 
but my experience and reading. Do you know as a fact if any other 
county analysts have taken that standard ?—Yes, I believe it is accepted 
by every analyst under the Food and Drugs Act. I don’t know of 
any exception. : 

Cross-examination continued: There were exceptional cases in which 
water contained in itself 50 grains of chlorides, but such water would 
not be recommended by anyone for brewing. There was no water in 
Glamorganshire used for brewing which contained 38 grains, 32 was 
the highest, and that was in a case from Cardiff tried recently at 
Llandaff. The concentration in that case, by the evidence of the 
brewers, brought it up to 42, and adding eight for the malt and hops, 
made it 50, the charge being 57. He had given chloride of sodium as 
the equivalent, because that was the most harmless form of chloride 
which could be present, and in doing that he had done it to the least 
prejudice of the vendor, the brewer, and the consumer. Taking the 
equivalent as chloride of calcium it would be 72 grains, and as chloride 
of potassium 93. He had no practical knowledge of brewing, but he 
knew that it was quite unnecessary to use even 50 grains for brewing a 
good commercial beer, He was consulted by brewers and came into 
contact with them, and that was a fact which had come to his know- 
ledge. He could not say how much salt a man consumed in a day 
with his food, but where a man put salt on his plate he could use it as 
he liked. Seventy-five grains of salt in the gallon of beer was not 
injurious to health, but he demurred that it was necessary for the pro- 
duction of the article. 

In re-examination witness gave a result of analyses made of the 
Burtoa beers, the highest number of grains of chlorides per gallon 
shown being 44, and said that as a rule the water in Glamorganshire 
was very free from chlorides. 

Dr. Stephenson, of Guy’s Hospital, senior scientific analyst to the 
Home Office, said that, in ! is opinion, chloride of sodium was the best 
mde of exposing the chlorides, and it was the one which he himself 
had adopted for thz past eighteen years, after mature cons deration 
and consu tations with the leading analysts. Chloride of sodium was 
the least injurious of the chlorides. The quantity of chloride of 
magnesium found in beer was very much. If chloride of potassium was 
present in excess it was not injuri us; it acted upon the heart, blood, 
and muscles ina way tbat chloride of sodium did not. Chloride of 
sodium in excess was likely to produce diarrocea and alternate con- 
stipation; it was found in beer in only small quantities, and he believed 
was not liked by the brewer as spoiling the flavour of his beer. 

Mr. Abel Thomas: After examining many hundreds of beers, what 
would you say is the maximum amount of chlorides that should be left 
in the gallon ? 

Dr. Stephenson said he thought it should not exceed 50. The effect 
of drinking salted beer, by which he meant beer with over 50 grains of 
chlorides per gallon, was, in the course of an hour or two, to produce 
a desire for more liquid. He bad Jately analysed 80 beers, and there 
were only three in which the chlorides exceeded 60 grains per gallon. 


In cross-examination witness said that the average normal man 
consumed from 150 to 170 grains of salt a day—not as salt, but as 
contained in the articles of food and drink which he took. He did not 
think that the consumption of salt in food would affect the kidneys 
in the same way as it would in fluid. Milk certainly had salt in it, but 
milk was a very different thing from beer. It contained chlorine, but 
they did not know how it was combined. Beer generally had a 
tendency to pass off by the kidneys, and his experience was that the 
addition of salt increased that tendency. They found in hospital 
practice that beer drinkers were very liable to kidney disease. Alcohol 
would assist in this; he did not say that it was due to the salt only. 
All the adulteration clauses of the old Licensing Acts had been swept 
away, and it was now left to the public analyst. There was no 
standard now laid down, either by Parliament or by Order in Council. 
Some of the brewers wanted a standard higher than 50 grains of 
chlorides per gallon, but public analysts and those who understood the 
medical question wished to limit it to 50. Using certain waters it 
would be necessary for the brewers to harden them, so as to brew a 
Burton ale, but the object of the modern brewer was to brew a Burton 
ale from a water that had nothing to do with Burton. 


The Stipendiary : To make his water as much like Trent water as 
possible >—He aims at carrying it a good deal beyond that. The 
reason why the Burton ales were held in such high estimation, said the 
doctor, was on account of the mineral character of the water—sulphate 
of calcium, chiefly gypsum. 

Re-examined: Having heard Dr. Morgan’s evidence as to the salt 
in the water used here, he thought the bulk of the salt must have been 
added either in the brewing or after the beer had been finished ; or it 
might have been putin the mash. To water which contained less than 
a couple of grains of salt per gallon he thought some addition might 
probably be necessary, but it was not salt which was so much required 
as the other constituents of Burton waters—chiefly sulphate of calcium. 
This was the case for the prosecution. 

Mr. Plews, subject to the permission of the Bench, elected to call his 
witnesses before addressing their worships. 

Dr. Edward Ralph Moritz, consulting analytical chemist to the 
Country Brewers’ Society, said he was the author of a text-book on 
scientific brewing, and had had an extensive experience in the brewing 
of beer. Heavy ales of the Burton type specially required sulphate of 
lime, but the lighter ales, such as had become fashionable within the 
last three or four years, and such as were brewed in Glamorganshire 
and in adjoining counties, specially required chlorides, and in advising 
upon the analysis of the water he always told the brewer to add more 
chlorides for their lighter ales than for the Burton ales. He had made 
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an analysis of this beer, and he practically agreed with Mr. Morgan as 
to the quantity of chlorine being 453 grains per gallon. Although he 
received only two-thirds of a pint of beer, he was able to make a full 
analysis and to determine the exact quantity of sodium chloride, which, 
leaving out decimals, was 63 grains, the potassium chloride amounting 
to seventeen grains per gallon. He had no difficulty whatever in 
determining the sodium chloride, and he only used about a fourth 
or a fifth of the quantity which was sent tohim. There was no standard 
as to the quantity of chlorides there should be in the gallon of beer, 
but a brewer would have to limit himself to, say, 110 or 112 grains if 
he wanted to produce a marketable beer. Witness proceeded to give 
the results of his analysis of the water purporting to have been used for 
the brewing of this teer in its natural state and after treatment, and 
also of the malt, hops, sugar, maize, and dressing, it being agreed, 
after objection had been made by Mr. Abel Thomas, that if Mr. Plews 
could not call evidence later on to f rmally prove that the w ter and 
the materials thus analysed were the same 2s were used in the brewery, 
this portion of the witness’s testimony should be discarded. 

Mr. Plews: Now with respect to the quantity of chlorides Dr. 
Morgan speaks about—so grains per gallon—do you say that that 
would be injurious or prejudicial to the purchaser >—No:: a great deal 
of beer is sold which contains as much and more chlorides than that, 
and, so far as I am aware, it is only in Glamorganshire it has been 
suggested that it is injurious. Dr. Moritz went on to say that malt, 
hops, and sugar contained chloride of potassium, and it wasn’t once in 
a hundred times that chloride of potassium was added. Unless 
chlorides were add-d, teer brewed from non-saline water would be 
very poor stuff, and would soon be driven out of the market. If they 
did not have chlorides they must have a large amount of gypsum and 
aptiseptics ; but that depended upon the nature of the trade—whether 
it was a light beer or a heavy beer. The principle of allowing only 
eight grains of chlorides for the materials was, he thought, very un- 
sound, for malt varied considerably and sugar varied very much, 


Replying to Mr. Smyth, Dr. Moritz said he conducted a school 
where young men were trained to become brewers. 

In cross-exemination, witness said that about 56 grains of chlorides 
had been added in this case. He did not suggest that it was absolutely 
necessary to add 56 grains, but he did say that it was necessary in order 
to produce beer of the kind liked in this district te add a large quantity 
of chlorides. 

Professor Attfield said he made an analysis of a sample of this beer 
in conjunction with Dr. Moritz, whose stated results he confirmed. He 
thought that for the purpose of showing that there had been a 
contravention of the 6th Section of the Food and Drugs Act it was 
necessary that the component parts of the different chlorides should be 
shown by actual analysis. In his opinion 63 grains of sodium chloride 
per gallon would not affect beer in such a way as to make it not of the 
nature, substance, and quality demanded. That quantity, in his expe- 
rience, would not be likely to create thirst. Beer containing 63 grains 
of sodium chloride would quench thirst, not provoke it. A mau 
would eat at his dinner from 50 to 100 grains of salt, and in a day a 
quantity ranging from 200 to 300 grains. Chloride of potassium, 
without which it would be impossible to produce beer, was, in his 
opinion, certainly not injurious to health. He had worked a good deal 
with chlorides of potassium for twenty or thirty years, and he had got 
it out of vegetable substances in considerable quantities. 


In cross-examination, witness said that in ordinary beer they must 
have as a maximum, if there were no other substances to do the work, 
about 80 grains of chlorides, but, although he had analysed many beers, 
he had never found one which contained that quantity. The quantity 
which he had usually found ran from 40 to 45. Gypsum could have 
been used in this case. It did not matter two straws whether sulphates 
were put in or chlorides, or partly one or partly the other, up to 80 or 
100 grairls: he was certain it wouldn’t in the faintest degree prejudice 
the purchaser. Before the chlorides could affect a man he would be 
drunk ; in fact, he did not know that a man cou!d drink enough beer to 
be affected by the chlorides. 

Dr. Arthur Pearson Luff, of St. Mary’s Hospital, London, said that 
in his opinion any quantity of chlorides in one gallon of beer up to 125 
grains would not be prejudicial to the consumer. With respect to 
what Dr. Morgan had said as to a glass of beer containing chlorides in 
the proportion of 75 grains to the gallon creating thirst, he considered 
it absolutely impossible, and such an answer could only have been 
given by one entirely unacquainted with the elements of physiology. 
Assuming the chlorides to be equally mixed, the chloride of potassium 
in this beer would produce no injurious effect if a moderate amount of 
the beer was consumed. Chloride of sodium and chloride of potassium 
were essential constituents of health, and if they were entirely with- 
drawn from food death must in a certain time ensue. He could not 
conceive that there would be any prejudicial effect if from 20 to 30 
grains of calcium chloride were found in beer. He knew of no 
scientific or medical reason for adopting the figure 50 as a standard. 
With regard to the form of the certificate of Dr. Morgan that this 
sample contained chlorine equivalent to 75 grains of common salt, he 
considered it as misleading, as unscientific, and as inaccurate as if 
he said that the sample contained chlorine equivalent to so 
many grains of chloroform. Over 200 grains of chloridés were 
excreted by a person daily, and experiments had been made 
which showed that beyond this quantity 150 grains had been taken 
with the sole effect of stimulating some of the digestive organs. 


In cross-examination, witness said he had drunk water containing 
common salt in the proportion of 150 grains to the gallon, and had not 
experienced any. thirst. 

Dr. Charles T. Vachell, Cardiff, said that chloride of sodium and 
chloride of potassium were absolutely essential for the nutrition of the 
body, and that, in his opinion, the presence in beer of less than 12 


grains of chlorides per gallon would not be to the prejudice of the | 
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- chlorides consumed daily by an adult at nearer’ 300 grains than 2c0., 


_ did not take enough salt in his food he should certainly suggest that he 
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purchaser or injurious to health. He should put the quantity of 
-Cross-examined, Dr. Vachell said that if he had a thirsty patient who 


should take more in his beer. But he would prefer to give it him in 
his food rather than in the beer, because he would better know the 
measured quantity. . . By 

This was the whole of the evidence. 

Mr Plews announced that: as to the water and materialssenttoDr. 
Moritz, he could not carry the case further, and, as arranged, that 
portion of the doctor’s evidence was e'imioated from the consideration 
of the Bench. The Jearned counsel then pr: ceeded to address the — 
justices in an able speech, contending that the prosecution was founded _ 
upon a fanciful standard set up by Dr. Morgan himself, for which it 
had been shown tbere was no justification. People, he said, when they 
asked for beer expected to get what they were accustomed to, and not 
the decoction which would be given them if Dr. Morgan had his way. 
Nothing, he argued, had been done here which could be said to con- 
st:'tute a fraudulent adulteration, the words of sub-section 1 being, 
“fraudulently to increase the bulk, weight, or measure, or toconceal 
the inferior quality thereof ”’—and he therefore claimed a dismissal of 
the summons. 

It was decided that the magistrates should give their decision before — 
the other cases were gone into, and they retired to consult. After a 
short absence, upon their return the Stipendiary said they had come 
tu the conclusion that the beer was of the nature, substance, and 
qulity demanded by the purchaser, and therefore they dismissed the 
summons. ; 

Mr. Plews applisd for costs, but the Bench declined to accede to the 
application. ; 

Mr. Abel Thomas pointed out that there were other cases, one: ia 
which the beer contained 95 grains, but, of course, if there was to be 
no limit to the salt in the magistrates’ opinion, it would make no 
difference if he could prove 300 grains. 

The Stipendiary said it was very unfortunate that some standard was 
not laid down, and, in order to raise the question in the High Court, 
he offered to give Mr. Thomas a case upon a finding of law. 

Tre learned counsel consented to take a case, and, after a good deal 
of argument, it was determined that tbe decision of the Bench should 
take the following form: -‘* We find tat the salt being an ingredient 
not injurious to health, and required for the production and preparation 
of the beer for consumption, not being used fraudulently to increase the 
bulk, weight, or measure of the food, or to conceal the inferior quality 
of it, the question of the quantity used being exce-sive or not cannot 
arise.”’ 

Pending the decision of the case in the court above, it was decided 
that all the other summonses should stand adjourned szze die. It was 
further arranged that the cases for hearing at Aberdare on Tuesday 
should also be adjourned, Mr. Franklen undertaking to arrange for a 
similar course of procedure in respect of all the summonses set down 
for trial in other places. 
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POISON IN DRINKING WATER. 


IN our issue of last week we referred at length to the habitual 
and culpable neglect of local authorities of the elementary 
laws of sanitation, and to the constant danger to the public 
health created by the supineness and ignorance of those 
responsible for sateguarding it. Week after week we are con- 
fronted with cases of death and disease caused by sheer neglect 
of town councils, vestries, and rural sanitary authorities, who 
permit terrible and scourging diseases to ravage their con- 
stituents unchecked, principally because they are interested in 
property the value of which would be depreciated if the owners 
were made to put it into a healthy and habitable state. In 
the same article we touched upon another branch of this great 
question, when we gave some recent examples of impure water 
supply and the evils arising therefrom. It is appalling to 
reflect upon the suffering which is caused, especially in poor 
districts, by the callous indifference of thick-skulled members 
of local boards, vestries, and other bodies, as to whether the 
people are supplied with water that comes from an unpolluted 
spring, a filtered reservoir, a sewage-stained well, or a stag- 
nant pond. The subject, we suppose, does not come home to 
a class of men who never drink water except it is diluted with 
whisky, and who habitually regard the medical officer of 
health as a harmless lunatic afflicted with fads on hygiene, 
which they do not care to consider or attempt to under- 
stand. The consequence of this asinine stupidity on the part 
of members of local boards comes home to us every day in 
the constantly occurring epidemics of typhoid, scarlet fever, 
and kindred plagues, all of which are caused by bad sanita- 
tion or impure water. 
What do we read only on Monday last ? 


An extensive outbreak of typhoid fever at Easington township, 
Durham, and which has resulted in numerous deaths, has been traced 
to the water supply of the district, derived from wells, the water from 
which is drained through an adjacent churchyard. The water, the 
county analyst reports, is literally alive with moving organisms of a 
repulsive type, and the residents have been consuming it for months 
past. A large amount or disease still prevails. 


At the meeting of the St. Saviour’s District Board of Works, 
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tn Southwark last week, the analyst, Mr. R. Bodmer, sub- 
mitted two samples of water obtained from the mains of the 
Southwark and Vauxhall and Lambeth Water Companies. 
‘Both samples, the analyst stated— 


Were clear and of a yellowish green tint when viewed in a2 ft. 
‘stratum. They were free from taste or odour. They contained and 
yielded in grains per gallon:—Total solid matter, Southwark and 
Vauxhall, 18°50; Lambeth, 19:00; loss on ignition, 3°00 and 3-00; 
mineral solids, 15°50 and 16:00; albumenoid ammonia, 0-085 and 
0°0270; combined chlorine, 1°25 and 1-30; oxygen required, 0°063 and 
0073; hardness, in degree, 12-4 deg. and 12.4 deg. On comparing 
these figures with the results of the July analysis, Mr. Bodmer found 
itthat a decided deterioration in organic purity was manifest. The 
figures for “loss on ignition,” ‘‘albumenoid ammonia ”’ and “ oxygen 
required” are considerably higher in both samples than in July, and 
slightly worse than the results obtained in October last, when the 
river was in flood. Inhis opinion both samples were decidedly impure, 
.and required but little more to be condemned as unfit for drinking. 
«The Sanitary Committee recommended that a copy of the report be 


each of the Vestries and District Boards supplied by the companies 
mentioned in it, and that application be made to the Royal Com- 
mission on Water Supply now sitting, to allow the Committee to send 
itwo witnesses and give evidence respecting the quality of the water. 


At the last meeting of the Tipton Local Board the Medical 
‘Officer of Health declared that the town was not:at all well 
protected against a cholera epidemic. 


-- There were too many broken and useless drains, too many foul 
ashpits, too many broken-down closets with offensive middens full of 


windows that do not open, and too few houses supplied with pure 
water. Less obstruction should be placed upon the sanitary officers in 
attempting to procure for the public a pure supply of drinking water. 
Time after time such cases were referred back after th: Board had 
been advised that the water wis contaminated. The great safety of 
the district was due to the fact that they were not very thick on the 
ground, and that in many instances the air could pass over the filth and 
oxidise it. In the course of a discus-ion Mr. Dudley said he saw 
leeches and worms in the water from a tap the other day. The 
Medical Officer of Health said part of the parish was undoubtedly 
iin a filthy state, and it was stated by the former gentleman that in 
making a tour of the parish he found one privy used by twenty-six 
people, which was in a filthy state. The state of things in some 
places was disgraceful, and he moved that a special committee bz 
appointed to inquire into the matters. This was seconded and carried, 


The Western Mail, of Cardiff, vigorously demands an 
inquiry into an outbreak of typhoid fever at Maindee, New- 
port, Mon., which, it states, ‘‘ has been ascribed more than 





yanything else to the use for drinking purposes of water from | 


contaminated wells,’’ and it adds :— 

It is astonishing that the corporation officials do not arrange for a 
constant supply of water from the town reservoirs. 
the supply was cut off in the mains from several districts in the affected 
area on more than one day, to the great inconvenience of everybody 

and to the serious jeopardy of health, It surely is not too much to 
“expect that when the public supply of water—understood to be 
constant and not intermittent—is to be a te for a period of eight 

or ten hours at a stretch, some notification should be given to house- 
_ holders of the intended stoppage. 

At South Wingfield, Cheshire, where there has been an 
outbreak of typhoid fever, it has been decided to close a 
private well called Burrows’ well, the property of the executors 
of the late George Pearson, as recommended by the medical 
officers. In the event of the owners refusing, application will 

_be made to a Court of Summary Jurisdiction to make an order 
for the closing of this water supply, in accordance with sec- 
tion 70 of the Public Health Act of 1875. 
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The Sanitary Inspector of Romford (Essex) Rural Sanitary 
Authority condemned water taken from wells at Corbet’s Tey, 
as unfit for consumption, At the last monthly meeting of the 
Northallerton Rural Sanitary Authority, Dr. Lumley, the 
Medical Officer, declared the impurities in the water supply 
of the town of Brompton had been caused by defective drains 
and gutters, close to middens and privies. He recommended 
certain improvements, but as presumably few of the members 
of the board lived in Brompton, and were therefore not 
interested, we are told that ‘‘the consideration of the water 
supply was adjourned for a month.” At Chester, Bishop 
Jayne and Sir Horatio Lloyd, the Recorder, have interested 
themselves in an agitation for securing a better water supply 
for the city, and it is time, for the present state of the Dee 
water is not all that could be desired. 

In London, the Royal Commission on the water supply of the 
metropolis is again sitting, and its report will be awaited with 
interest, in view of the extent to which Thames sewage enters 
into the present water supply. 

We cannot understand the apathy which has entered into 
the minds of local bodies on this most vital subject. It ought 
to be made compulsory, under heavy penalties, for every local 
authority to provide for a pure water supply to every class 
of the population It is quite as necessary as efficient 
drainage, and far more necessary than the paving of streets or 
the building of palatial offices in which an ornamental clerical 
staff may disport themselves. If every local authority doubled 
the salary and the staff of the medical officer and reduced 
those of the clerk and his underlings to the same extent, we 
should soon see the result in smaller bills of mortality and 
empty fever hospitals. Every medical officer, if given a free 
hand, would secure above anything a pure water supply; and 
by doing this he would abolish one great cause of epidemic. 
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ge THERE is NOTHING DESIRABLE in LIFE ASSURANCE which the SOCIETY does not FURNISH CHEAPLY, 
INTELLIGIBLY, and PROFITABLY. 
POLICIES INDISPUTABLE AFTER 5 YEARS. 
Rates fixed on the most favourable terms. 


THOMAS G. ACKLAND, F.I.A., F.S.S., Actuary. and EES 
JAMES H. S©OTT, Secretary. : 
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BonpEpD AND BoTTLED BY 
CAVENDISH, EDENBOROUGH & CO., 4, CULLUM STREET, LONDON, E.C.. 


A ‘Blend of the finest Matured Whiskies, containing no sugar or fusel oil, with the highest 
percentage of the aromatic ethers produced by age. 


This has been specially selected, on the suggestion of Medical Men, to meet the demand for a 
Whisky which can be safely indulged in by sufferers from Gout, Rheumatism, Diabetes, or Dyspepsia. 


Price 54/- per Dozen, net Cash. 
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(AMALGAMATED), To BE HAD OF ALL W1INE MERcHANTS. 


HIGH-CLASS BISCUITS & CAKES, tees 
ESPECIALLY ADAPTED FOR LICENSED VICTUALLERS, VEUVE MONNIER ET SES FILS. 


HOTEL PROPRIETORS, & REFRESHMENT CONTRACTORS. 
Their various. manufactures are made from the finest material 
RUE DU COMMERCE, EPER 
and manipulated by machinery of the highest order. t phe te 
VANS TO ALL Parts Datrty. 


Office and Works:—-SHADWELL, E. 9, GREAT TOWER STREET, E.C. 


PRICE LISTS ON APPLICATION. 
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Crosse & Blackwell’s | 
PICKLES, SAUCES, MALT VINEGAR, 
JAMS, SOUPS, & POTTED MEATS 


_ MAY BE OBTAINED FROM ALL GROCERS THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. 
CROSSE & BLACKWELL, LIMITED, SOHO SQUARE, LONDON. 
THE 


Morris Patent “Circulating” Filter 


AS SUPPLIED TO THE ADMIRALTY. 


Pronounced by the Medical Profession and Experts on Water to be the most scientifically 
perfect Filter ever offered to the Public. 


Patentees THE MORRIS TUBE COMPANY, LTD. 
11, HAYMARKET, LONDON, S.W. 
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DERBYSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL 
AND ADULTERATION ACTS. | 





THE Derbyshire County Council have had the following reports 
submitted by the public analysts for the Southern Division and 
the Northern Division of Derbyshire :— 


The Laboratory, 
11, Billiter Square, E.C. 
London, September rgth, 1892. 


To THE CHAIRMAN AND MEMBERS OF THE DERBYSHIRE COUNTY 
COUNCIL 


My Lords and Gentlemen,—I have the honour to report that, during 
the quarter ending September 3oth, ten samples of articles of food and 
drink have been submitted to me for analysis by your Inspector under 
the Sale of Food and Drugs Act. These samples consisted of spirits, 
9; baking powder, 1. 

Of the samples of spirits seven were genuine, while two were adulter- 
ated with 10 and 13 per cent. of water respectively 

The sample of baking powder was genuine, that is to say, consisted 

- of a mixture of tartaric acid, bi-carbonate of soda, and rice flour. 

In my last report I referred to a sample of baking powder analysed 
on behalf of your Inspector, which on analysis was found to contain 
45°8 per cent. of alum. As alum when found in bread has always been 

“held to constitute an adulteration, I did not hesitate to declare the 
sample of baking powder in question to be adulterated, although I was 
aware that the Recorder of Cambridge had decided, some ten years ago, 
that baking powder not being an article of food did not come under the 
provisions of the Sale of Food and Drugs Act. This decision appear- 
ing to me most illogical, as the whole of the baking powder manu- 
factured is consumed with food, I pointed out the desirability of 
endeavouring to obtain a contrary decision. 

Summonses were accordingly taken out against the vendor of the 
sample, and the case was heard before the Ilkeston Bench of Magistrates 
on August 26th. I urged that, although baking powder was not 
consumed as a food, yet it entered into food, as do pepper and 
mustard, which articles have also no food-value. Further, I detailed 
experiments which I had made upon myself and assi-tants, by which I 
was forced to come to the conclusion that alumed baking powder was 
injurious to health; also numerous chemical experiments, the results of 
which proved beyond dispute that digestion was materially hindered in 
the presence of alum, or of alumed baking powder. No evidence was 
brought forward by the defence to disprove the results of my experi- 
ments, some witnesses simply denying my statement that alumed 
baking powder was injurious. To my great regret, the Magistrates 
decided that they did not consider baking powder as a food, and 
that, if it were, the presence of alum in it would not render it injurious 
to health, and dismissed the case accordingly. 

I consider, however, that I have done my duty in drawing your 
attention to what I strongly consider to be a most reprehensible form 
of adulteration, and I trust that, in spite of the magisterial decision, 
the consumers of baking powder will be on their guard against 
adulterated baking powder. I may add that the Zamcet Journal, in 
commenting on the case, expresses its regret at the failure of the 
prosecution, and its agreement with the views which I brought forward 
at Ilkeston. 


I have the honour to be, 
My Lords and Gentlemen, 
Your obedient Servant, 
OTTO HEHNER, Public Analyst, 
President of the Society of Public Analysts. 


Public Analyst’s Laboratory, 
67, Surrey Street, 
Sheffield, September 19th, 1892. 


To THE COUNTY COUNCIL OF DERBYSHIRE. 


My Lords and Gentlemen,—In my capacity of Public Analyst for 
the Northern Division of the County of Derby, I have received from 
Col. Shortt during the quarter ending September 30th, 1892, and duly 
analysed and reported on, a total number of thirteen samples. 

Of seven samples of milk, five were genuine, or of fair quality ; one 
was adulterated with 8 per cent. of added water; and from the other 
fully one-fourth of the natural cream or butter fat had been removed 
by skimming or similar means, and, in addition, a small percentage of 
water had been added. 

Of two samples of coffee, one was genuine, while the other contained 
chicory to the extent of 60 per cent., without acknowledgment of its 
presence. 

One sample of oatmeal and one of pepper were found genuine. 

A sample of whi-ky was found to have an alcoholic strength of 26} 
degrees under proof, and hence was diluted with water somewhat 
beyond the legal limit. 

A sample of rum was found genuine, and of an alcoholic strength of 
13; degrees under proof. 

I append the usual Tabular Statement, as required by the Local 
Government Board. 

have the honour to be, 
My Lords and Gentlemen, 
Your obedient Servant, 
ALFRED H: ALLEN. 








In commenting on the same Mr. John G. H. Alleyne, Vice- 
Chairman of the Committee, says :— 


The special attention of the Council is drawn to the remarks of Mr. 
Hehner respecting the adulteration of baking powder. This seems a 


very serious matter, and one to which the attention of the public is 
specially drawn. 


We think there are some other matters to which Mr. Alleyne 
should have drawn the attention of the County Council. In 
the Southern Division the samples taken for analysis were 9 of 
spirits. and 1 of baking powder. No samples whatever of 
milk, bread, flour, butter, coffee, cocoa, sugar, mustard, con- 
fectionery, jam, pepper, tea, lard, or drugs appear to have - 
been taken, These ten samples satisfied the local authority. 
The Northern Division showed 13 samples for the quarter, but 
none were taken of butter, cocoa, lard, mustard, drugs, or 
wine, The population in the county jurisdiction of Derby 
was 348,591 persons in 1890. If the County Council consider 
that the taking of ten samples in South Derbyshire and thirteen 
samples in North Derbyshire is anything like an adequate 
protection for the public, or an enforcement of the Adulteration 
Acts, we do not. In our opinion such laxity is neither more 
nor less than offering a premium to fraud, and is a shame- 
ful neglect of duty. In 1890 only one sample was taken for 
every 3,597 of the persons inhabiting the county jurisdiction 
of Derby. In our issue of a fortnight ago we dealt with the 
damage the non-enforcement of the Adulteration Acts had done 
to English agriculture. We have here a striking instance. 
On the one hand the Technical Education Committee of the 
Derbysire County Council are engaged in the very laudable 
work of encouraging agriculture by dairy schools, butter 
making competitions, lectures, etc., whilst the Weights and 
Measures Committee, in whose hands, unhappily, lies the 
enforcing of the Food and Drugs Acts, are by their neglect of 
the Food and Drugs, Margarines and Merchandise Marks Acts, 
actively assisting in the extirpation of English agriculture. 
Last week, 42,872 cwts. of butter were imported into the 
United Kingdom; as were also 24,834 cwts. of margarine, 
a great part of both of which would be sold as pure butter. 
Do the Derbyshire County Council members recognise that by 
their neglect to enforce the Adulteration Acts they not only 
aid the sale of these substances, but they assist the decline of 
English agriculture and the robbery of consumers? We do 
not dwell on the injury this fostering of adulteration does 
to the honest tradesmen, who suffer by competition with 
vendors of spurious substances. If there be any public spirit 
in the Derbyshire County Council, and any adequate capacity 
to grasp the importance of a faithful discharge of public duties, 
the facts we have given should lead to a speedy amendment of 
the present practical evasion of the Food and Drugs Acts. 


—_—-sa2p0¢sss-—— 
ADDRESS TO SANITARY OFFICERS. 


PROFESSOR W. R. SMITH, M.D., of the State Analytical 
Laboratory, delivered, the other evening, at King’s College, a 
lecture to sanitary officers. The address was the introductory lecture 


| to a course which has been arranged by the Council of the College for 


the instruction of sanitary officers. Dr. Wace, the Principal of the 

College, presided, supported by Mr. Alderman Knill, Lord Mayor 
elect, Mr. Alderman Beachcroft, Chairman of the Public Health 
and Housing Committee of the County Council, and General 
Moberley, Chairman of the Works Committee of the School 
Board. Professor Smith, in the course of his lecture, dealt 
with the influences that had been brought to bear upon the 

authorities for the improvement of the sanitation of London. The 
religious sects, led by the two Wesleys and George Whitfield, had, he 
said, done much to improve the order of things, and it was consequent 
upon their work that the religious and social organisations had com- 
bined for the amelioration of the condition of the poorer classes. The 
poets Goldsmith, Cowper, and Burns, had greatly assisted the progress 
of sanitary reform, while John Howard would ever be remembered 
in connection with prison reform. During the last twenty years the 
death rate in London had greatly decreased. In 1869 it was 24°6 
per 1,000, while in 1889 it had fallen to 18:4 per 1,000. During 
the last two years, however, it had risen slightly, consequent 
upon the epidemics of influenza. Referring to the cholera, the 

lecturer stated that, though the disease had visited our shores 

several times, it had never succeeded in establishing itself in 

our midst since 1866, and that was mainly due to the abandonment of © 
any system of quarantine in this country. Voluntary societies had been, 

and were now, playing an important part in sanitary reform, while the 

system of registration of plumbers would do a great deal of good in 

that direction, The sanitary inspector of to-day was a very different 

man from that of yesterday, and he hoped and believed that it was 

their intention that the inspector of to-morrow should be very different 

from that of to-day. Alderman Knill and Alderman Beachcroft each 

bricfly addressed the meeting, after which the laboratories of the 

college were thrown open for inspection by those present. 
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” EXTRAORDINARY MAGISTERIAL DECISION. 


WE have repeatedly called attention to the scandalously 
inadequate fines, varying interpretations of the Acts, and the 
sympathy with adulteration that is so prominently displayed 
by many magistrates, bnt we have rarely come across a more 
glaring instance of this than the one at Stroud on September 
goth. That the local ‘‘Nupkinses’? may have the full 
publicity their decision merits we give a synopsis of the case. 
A grocer at Stroud was summoned for selling, on September 8th, 
cocoa adulterated with 40 per cent. of sugar and 31 per cent. of starch. 
Mr. W. C. H. Cross, of Bristol, defended. A policeman deposed to 
purchasing at defendant’s shop two ounces of loose cocoa. Mr. Cross 
said his answer to the case was that cocoa was not asked for, and that if it 
_were asked for the ordinary cocoa of commerce was supplied. Three 
assistants in defendant’s employ swore that the policeman asked for 
‘loose chocolate powder” and not for “loose cocoa.”” The bench 
retired to consider their decision, and on their return the Chairman said 
_ they must dismiss the case. It was not desirable or necessary to 
analyse the conflicting evidence, but they did not dismiss the case 
on the ground that they rejected the evidence of the policeman. 
What Mr. Cross means by the ‘cocoa of commerce”’ 
Bpceses our comprehension. A substance containing 4o per 
cent. of sugar, 31 per cent. of starch, and 29 per cent. of 
_ cocoa, is the ‘‘sugar, starch, and cocoa’’ of commerce, the 
-amount of cocoa in the same being less than that of the other 
_ substances, and should be labelled as ‘‘ Sugar, Starch, and 
Cocoa.’”’ To sell such a compound as ‘‘Cocoa of Commerce,”’ 
“Loose Cocoa,’’ or ‘‘Chocolate Powder,” is to deliberately 
defraud the purchaser. The sapient observation of the 
Chairman of the bench that ‘ they did not dismiss the case on 
the ground that they rejected the evidence of the policeman,”’ 
is what most puzzles us. If the magistrates did not reject the 
evidence of the policeman, then by what right did they dismiss 
the case? We must confess that the peculiar reasons why the 
case was dismissed pass our understanding, as they are likely 
_ to do that of our readers, for they remain apparently hidden in 
the nethermost recesses of the substances that unsuccessfully 
do duty as brains for the Stroud Solons. Were this dismissal 
of summonses for cocoa adulteration an isolated instance, 
_ there would be less reason for protest ; but it is not. 

In our issue of August 11th, we had occasion to record a 
case in which, curiously enough, a Mr. Cross, of Bristol, also 
appeared for the defence. In this case, Superintendent 
Wake, Inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, Whitchurch, 

summoned a grocer for selling as cocoa a substance composed 
of only oze-7i/th part cocoa, the rest of the constituents being 
Sugar and starch. Mr. Cross, for the defence, submitted that 
it was a thoroughly understood thing that the cocoa in question 
Was composed of several ingredients, and in support of 
his contention produced a label placed on the packet stating 
that the cocoa is combined with other ingredients, the perfect 
purity and wholesomeness of which are guaranteed in 
accordance with the Act of Parliament. Here again the 
Sapient bench dismissed the case. We protest against 
magistrates taking such views of their duty to the public. To 
such as the Whitchurch and Stroud ones, the weighty rebuke 
of the Local Government Board that ‘‘ considering the ease 
and profit of the ordinary methods of adulteration, the practice 
is not likely to be effectually stopped so long as magistrates 


THE Editor begs to thank the many Public Analysts, 





continue to be as lenient as they have shown themselves in the | 


past,” has well merited application, and with the Local 
Government Board’s conclusion we cordially concur, that “it 
Is much to be wished that the magistrates before whom 
adulteration cases are brought should appreciate more highly 
the gravity of the fraud involved, since local authorities who 
take measures to repress adulteration are likely to be 
discouraged.” We very much regret that in this instance the 
Stroud authorities did not appeal. It is to be hoped, however, 
that this ridiculous exhibition of incompetence will be brought 
before the Lord Chancellor, as it is very evident that the very 
last place such magistrates should adorn is the bench. 





OUR LOOKING GLASS. 


PUBLIC HEALTH, 


OUR new and active contemporary, Jvod, Drugs, and 
Drink, is promoting a memorial to the Local Government 
Board, asking that condensed milk, from which any portion of 
the cream has been abstracted, must be conspicuously labelled 
‘‘Condensed skim milk’’ in large and legible type. Much 
injury is done, especially to infants, by the sale of such milk, 
and any measure which will diminish this evil is worthy of 
hearty support. 


THE MIDLAND EVENING NEWS. 


THE sins of the Dudley Town Council are, it appears, 
exciting comment among the members of the grocery trade. : 
A meeting of the Dudley and District Grocers’ Association 
was held recently, when Mr. Wood, jun. (Messrs. H. Wood 
and Sons), protested against the open violation of the Food 
and Drugs Act which daily occurred in Dudley, by the means * 
of which violation unscrupulous traders constantly defrauded 
the public by selling adulterated food, or, what is worse, imita- 
tions of articles of food. Some traders, he said, systematically 
sold margarine for butter, thereby defrauding the public, and 
causing a great deal of cutting, and practically preventing 
conscientious tradesmen from getting an honest living. The - 
remedy is at hand, and Mr. Wood expressed his determination 
of promoting a memorial for presentation to the Town Council, 
urging the appointment of an inspector under the Food and 
Drugs Act. This official’s duty would be to watch suspects 
and prosecute offenders. A journal devoted to the interests 
of food dealers generally, Mood, Drugs, and Drink, com- 
menting on the matter, says that it is not the retailer, but the 
manufacturer, who reaps whatever profit is to be got out of 
these nefarious practices. It accuses the Dudley authorities 
of conniving at and assisting unscrupulous traders in cheating 
the public, and bringing an honourable calling into opprobrium. 
The salary of an inspector would not be a heavy drain upon 
the rates; and the gain to the ratepayers, by the protection 
against fraud, which his actions would constitute, would be 
more than compensation. Why does the Dudley Town Council 
hang back ? 

SONOS 


REPORTS OF MEDICAL OFFICERS OF. 
HEALTH AND PUBLIC ANALYSTS. 





DR. CHARLES HARRISON, Medical Officer of Health and 
Public Analyst for the City of Lincoln, in his annual report, 
states that in investigating the cause of an outbreak of diarrhoea 
that occurred in that city and in Bracebridge, and that in the 
county asylum attacked 73 persons out of 750 inmates, he came 
to the conclusion that the disease was due to the contaminated 
state of the drinking water from the River Witham, which was 
turbid, had an offensive smell when heated, and contained a 
large excess of organic matter. ‘‘ No diseased, unsound, or 
unwholesome food exposed for sale,’’ says Dr. Harrison, 
‘was seized during the year, but the Inspector of Meat con- 
demned as unfit for human food 2,208 lbs. of beef, 238 lbs. of 
pork, 80 lbs. of mutton, and 80 lbs. of veal.’’ The samples 
taken for analysis during the whole of the year appear to have 
been only sevez for a population of 41,491! Surely the Lincoln 
authorities canuot consider this as doing their duty to the in- 
habitants ? It is actually a decline from the preceding year, 
when the samples reached the inadequate total of Zwerty-four. 
Dr. Harrison mentions one sample, submitted privately for 
analysis, as important to an agricultural county. It was 
stated to be a sample of nitrate of soda, and the question 
submitted was, ‘‘ Does this sample contain 95 per cent. of 
pure nitrate ?’’ ‘‘On examination,’’ says Dr. Harrison, ‘‘it 
was found to be ordinary washing soda, the value being about 
43 10s. per ton. Nitrate at the time was selling at probably 
ten guineas per ton, so that anyone buying the stuff for nitrate 
would be paying three times the commercial value, and putting 
on his land a substance containing no nitrogen.”’ 

The moral of this lies on the surface. The Lincoln 
authorities by their neglect to properly enforce the Adulteration 
Acts encourage frauds of this nature. During all 1890 not one 
sample of butter, coffee, cocoa, mustard, confectionery, jam, 
pepper, tea, lard, wine, beer, or spirits was taken in Lincoln, 
Agriculturists need not wonder at the decline of English 
agriculture when they have here, in the very heart of an agri- 
cultural district, the local authority, by their supineness, en- 
couraging the sale of foreign products, of butter mixtures and 
margarine as pure butter, of American bacons and hams as 
English, and of a hundred other impostures that defraud the 
public, injure their health, and hurry on the decay of English 
agricultural prosperity. 
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ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 


BUTTER. 


Richard Thomson, 216, Smithdown Road, Liverpool, was summoned 
on the §th inst. for selling margarine as butter. Evidence showed that 
although the margarine was labelled the assistant neglected to point 
out to the woman who was sent in by Inspector Baker to make the 
purchase that it was margarine. Mr. Mackay, on behalf of the 
defendant, contended that it was sufficient to have a label on the article. 
Mr. Stewart pointed out that this was not so, and a fine of 20s. and 
costs was imposed. 

Geo. Scott, 2a, Scotland Place, was fined 4os. and costs for selling 
as butter a substance which, according to the analyst’s certificate, was 
composed of 80 per cent. of other than butter fats. 

W. T. Nevitt, 98, Pecksniff Street, was fined 20s. and costs for 
selling milk to which upwards of nine parts of water had been added 
to every 100 parts of the poorest milk : and Richard Reeves, of Moss 
Farm, Malpas, was fined 10s. and costs for a similar offence, the 
adulteration being the same as in the previous case. 

Margaret Cowley, 12, Rockbrook Street, was fined §s. and costs for 
rnfusing to serve Inspector Baker. 


COFFEE. 


At the Ystrad Police Court, on the 3rd inst., Superintendent Jones 
summoned Thomas David, a grocer, residing at Penygraig, for selling 
coffee, otherwise called Taraxacum Dandelion Coffee, which con- 
tained 70 per cent of chicory, and only 30 per cent. of pure coffee, as 
pure coffee.—Fined £2. 

George Price, grocer. Rice Lane, Walton, Liverpool, was summoned 
for having sold as pure coffee a mixture of chicory and coffee. Con- 
stable Hoben (493), on the 9th of last month, purchased a quarter 
pound of the mixture, which on analysis was found to contain 20 per 
cent. of chicory. A fine of 20s, and costs was imposed. 


MILK, 


At Leicester Police Court, on the 7th inst., James Jackson, milk 
seller, 65, Prospect Hill, was summoned for selling milk not of the 
nature, substance, aod quality demanded, on September 20th. The 
Town Clerk prosecuted. The evidence was that Tom Bent, inspector 
of nuisances, purchased some milk as new from defendant’s shop. A 
sample was analysed, and the public analyst certified that it was 
adulterated with 12 per cent. of added water. Defendant said the man 
who delivered the milk told him the inspector was coming in a few 
minutes, and it was not likely he would adulterate it before he came. 
He considered that the person who supplied him with the milk was the 
one who should be summoned. Defendant was fined 20s., or 10 days 
in default. 

Jacob Walker, Playfield Dairy, Kenilworth, was summoned at the 
Coventry Police Court on Monday, the 3rd inst., for selling milk 
deficient of 40 per cent. of fat. The Assistant Town Clerk (Mr. L. 
Beard) prosecuted on behalf of the Sanitary Authority. Mr. W. H. 
Clarke, inspector of nuisances, said that on Sunday, the 26th ult., he 
was in Cox Street, Coventry, when he saw defendant serving milk 
from door to door. He was taking the milk from a bucket, which was 
filled from a churn. He asked defendant to serve him with half-a-pint 
of milk, and he informed him that the price of the fluid was 14d. a pint. 
He divided the sample ito three parts, according to the Act, and 
defendant then asked him to take milk from the churn, but he declined. 
Defendant said he did not want witness to take milk from the bucket, 
because there was only a small quantity, and repeated dippings might 
have robbed it of some of its fat, The certificate of the public analyst 
stated that the sample submitted by the inspector was deficient of 40 
per cent. of fat. Defendant said he bought the milk from a farmer of 
Gibbet Hill. The Bench fined him 4os. and costs. 

Thomas Hann, of Westbourne, was summoned at the Bournemouth 
Police Court for selling adulterated milk—P.S. Cooper gave evidence 
that on the 29th August, in the afternoon, he saw Edward Dibley, who 
was employed by the defendant, selling milk. He purchased three- 
quarters of a pint from him for 13d. He told Dibley that he got the 
milk for analysis, and, with his consent, divided it as usual into three 
parts, leaving one with Dibley. Another part he sent to the public 
analyst, and retained the third, which he produced. He subsequently 
received the analyst’s certificate, which stated that the milk contained 
Io per cent. of water.—Mr. Trevanion asked for the case to be ad- 
journed, in order that the sample retained might be analysed at 
Somerset House. The milk was obtained at the Dorset Model 
Dairy, Wimborne, under a contract by which the defendant was to 
have a guarantee as to the quality and purity of the milk. The milk 
was sent out precisely as it was received. He hoped that the analysis 
from Somerset House, if the Bench granted the adjournment, would 
not be so-damaging, but if it were the defendant would have a remedy 
against the person who supplied him with the milk.—The case was 
adjourned for the purpose of a second analysis. 

At the Newport Town Hall, on the 5thinst., Edward Row and Je se 
Roberts, milksellers, were summoned for seliing adulterated milk. 
Inspector Jones was out early in the morning on the 14th ult. sampling 
milk, aod purchased a pint of the fluid from each of the defendants in 
North Street, Baneswell, at the advanced price of 2d. per pint. The 
inspector made the usual declaration as to what he meant to do with 
the pints, and subsequently received a certificate from Mr. Hughes, 
boroughfanalyst, that there was 9 per cent. of water added in Row’s 
case and 12 per cent. in Roberts's case from the genuine milk 
limit. Mr. Lewis said his client bought the milk from two regular 
sources, Mr. Wheeler and Mr. Lawrence, and that he received it that 
morning in the street from Mr. Lawrence’s can. In reply to the Bench, 
the inspector said he took twelve samples that morning, and that ten were 











genuine. The ‘milk supplied in the borough was im roving. The 
Town Clerk said it was seldom that a milkseller was brought before - 


the Court a second time. The Magristrates’ Clerk: Then the operation 
of the statute is beneficial? The Town Clerk: Well, apparently so. 
Mr. Roberts was strong about the fact that the inspector had taken 
seven previous samples of the milk supplied by him, and that they were 


genuine. That morning he ran short, and bought some.—The Bench 


tined each defendant 20s. 


Edward Samphier, of Devonshire Road, Chiswick, was summoned _ 


on the 4th inst. in respect of some milk, which was sold in the stre-t 
to John Henry Clarke, an inspector of the Local Board, adulterated with 


4 per cent. of added water. Mr, Finnis, clerk of the Board, who sup- — 
ported the summons, referring to the smallness of the adulteration, © 


said the analyst took the lowest standard, and according to his view it 
was a serious matter. The defendant said he tested the milk with his 
lactometer, and found it all right. He wished to have the sample sent 
to Somerset House to be tested. The summons was accordingly 
adjourned, the defendant paying the fee to have the milk avalysed. 

H. YV. Dancocks, of Goldhawk-road, was also summoned fin 
re-pect of some milk sold by the defendant’s servant in Chiswick.—The 
certificate of the analyst was produced, showing that the milk contained 
5 per cent. of added water.—Mr. Ricketts, who defended, said the 


milk was bought from a large firm. It was hard upon the milk seller, © 
because it was impossible to obtain a warranty—the only way to - 
He called the servant, who said — 
nothing was done to the milk except straining it through muslin,— - 
Mr, Finnis said the straining might stop the fat from passing through. 


ascertain whether the milk was pure. 


The witness shook his head.—Mr. Plowden: It would not stop the 


water.—(Laughter.)—In dealing with the case, the magistrate appre- — 
ciated the difficulties of the seller, but thought a fine must be imposed. - 


He fined the defendant 2s. 6d., with 12s. 6d. costs. 
Arthur Henry Whitehouse, of Elliott Road, Chiswick, was fined 


2s. éd., with 12s, 6d. costs, in respect of milk sold containing 5 per 


cent. of added water. 


BEER. 


At Worship Street, on the 7th inst., Thomas Nile Sheath, of the — 


Westmoreland Arms, Nile-street, Hoxton, was fined the full penalty 
of £50 for beer adulteration. 
Horse, 24, Kingsland-road, was fined half that amount. 


WHISKY. 


At the North Holland Petty Sessions, on Sept. 28, Robt. Daughton - 


innkeeper, Sutterton, for selling adulterated whisky on Aug. 31, was 
fined 4os. and costs. 


BRANDY. 
At Spalding Petty Sessions, on the 4th inst., George Hill, innkeeper, 


of Cowbit, who was represented by his wife, was charged with selling . 


adulterated brandy, on the 26th of August last. Superintendent Jarvis 
visited the house, and asked to be supplied with a pint of brandy, 
which was given to him by Mrs. Hill. It was divided into three parts 
in his presence, and he stated that he intended to have it analysed. 
The Clerk now read the report received from the county analyst (Mr. 
C. H. Southwell) which was to the effect that the brandy had been 
mixed with water, there being only 59 degrees of proof spirit instead 
of 75 degrees, which was the minimum allowed by law for brandy. 
Mrs. Hill denied that it was adulterated in their house. Asked by the 
Bench where the brandy was obtained from, Mrs. Hill replied that it 
was known as “ The British Brandy,” and was purchased of a Spald- 
ing tradesman, The Bench resolved to impose a penalty of £1 and 
costs. 


——=- EUS 


THE VESTRYMAN AND THE SAVELOY. 


IN our issue of the 1st inst. we described a remarkable 
scene which occurred at Fulham Vestry concerning the action 
of a member of that body in giving his opinion as an expert 
at the prosecution of Mr. Lipton for exposing for sale saveloys 


which. were bad. Mr. Lawrence, the vestryman in question, 
was stated to have received a guinea for his services as a 
witness. At the last meeting of the vestry the matter came 
up again on the reading of a letter from Mr, Thomas, who 
gave evidence in the prosecution, stating that as the penalty 
of £10 was inflicted by the magistrate, he, Mr. Thomas, 
should receive half of it. 


Dr. Cooney, the medical officer, said he thought that, after the 
merciless bantering Mr. Lawrence had received as an expert of sausage- 
polonies, it was only right that he, Dr. Cooney, should tell the com- 
mittee the facts. A man in the service of the defendant came to the 
Town Hall, and frankly admitted that the polonies were bad. He 
made the statement in the hearing of Mr. Lawrence, and then stoutly 
denied that he had said anything. He, Dr, Cooney, then decided 
to call Mr. Lawrence, not as a vestryman but as a parishioner, to prove 
that on the admission of the defendant’s own man the polonies were 


"unfit for food. There was some probability of the matter going to the 


Quarter Sessions, and the vestry might have lost the case if it had not 
been for Mr. Lawrence. So far from the guinea being a great deal to 
ask, it was an exceedingly modest sum for what was, to say the least, 
very important evidence. 


Phillip Turner Godfrey, of the Dun ~ 
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IMPORTANT PROSECUTION FOR 
“MUSTARD ADULTERATION. 


ON the 5th inst., at the Cardiff Police Court, Richard Griffiths 
grocer, Woodville Road, Cathays, and Arthur, his a 
appeared to answer summonses taken out against them by the 
Cardiff Sanitary Authority, under the Food and Drugs Act, 
for selling a preparation of mustard adulterated with flour for 
pure mustard, 

The younger Griffiths accepting the responsibility, the 
summons against the father was withdrawn. 

Mr. Lloyd, in presenting the case, said that it appeared 
that there was a custom amongst manufacturers to sell 
mustard of two kinds, one genuine and the other an admixture 
with starch or flour. Against the mixture there was no complaint 
to be made, provided it were sold as a mixture, for it contained 
no injurious ingredients ; but in the present case there was no 


“notice given to the purchaser, who was sold a condiment after 


having asked for pure mustard. Defendant should have com- 
plied with the provision of the Act by affixing a label to the 
article. Until told that the mustard had been purchased for 
the purpose of testing its purity, nothing was said as to the 
mustard being other than pure mustard farina. It seemed to 


him that the people of Cardiff undoubtedly preferred the 


‘genuine article, for out of twelve samples taken, only one was 
‘found to be adulterated. It was not necessary for the prepara- 
tion of mustard as an article of commerce to adulterate it in 


any way, and for all medical purposes pure mustard was pre- 


% 
j 


ferable, while being equally palatable for table purposes, 
Defendant had sold an article which was adulterated as being 
pure, and he asked the Bench, if they were satisfied with the 
evidence, to follow precedent by a conviction. 

Inspector Chas. Hill deposed that on September 1gth he 
went to defendant’s shop and asked to be supplied with six 
ounces of mustard. Defendant asked if he wanted loose 
mustard, and he replied ‘‘Yes.’’ After the purchase was 


-completed—44d having been accepted in payment—witness 


informed defendant that he was an inspector under the Food 
and Drugs Act, and that he intended to submit the article for 
analysis by the public analyst. The lad’s mother then came 
into the shop, and, apparently because she saw what was 
being done, expressed a doubt as to whether or not it was a 
condiment which had been supplied. 

Mr. Lloyd: What did you say to that ?—I said, ‘* Remember 
that I asked you for mustard.”” I was then told that I had 
been supplied with Colman’s Condiment, and I again said I 
had not asked for a condiment. Where was the article given 
you obtained from ? From a tin bearing the name of ‘‘ Keen,”’ 
which was kept on a shelf behind the counter. Is this the 
paper [produced] in which the mustard was wrapped ?—Yes. 
Is there any mention on it of the quality of the article given 
you ?—None whatever. There is no inscription with reference 
to mustard. 

In reply to the defendant, the inspector stated that he had 
asked for mustard. He did not say pure mustard, but he did 
not ask for adulterated mustard. Defendant made no refer- 
ence before his mother’s appearance to condiment. 

Mr. Hughes, public analyst, was the next witness. He said 
that he had examined the sample identified by the inspector 
as one he had purchased from defendant. This was with 11 
others, but only the one in question was found to be adulterated. 
He subjected it to the usual tests, and found it to be composed 
of mustard go per cent., with 10 per cent. of added wheaten 


ur. 

By Mr. Lloyd: The mixture had been carefully made, the 
flour being fairly well distributed. Its presence was not 
probably due to accident. In his opinion the mixed article 
was inferior to the pure one. It was less effective in raising 
a blister, for instance, and pure mustard was quite as palatable 
and agreeable, and could be kept good quite as long as if 
adulterated. , 

The case for the prosecution having closed, the father ofthe 
defendant asked to be allowed to make a statement and Mr. 
Lloyd’s objection having been overruled by the Stipendiary, 
Mr. Griffiths said he was not at home when the sale took place. 
He could assure the Bench that the preparation had been 
purchased by him as pure mustard, and that it had not been 
adulterated since received. He paid full price, and produced 
his invoices, showing that for years past he had insisted upon 
being supplied with the pure article, to be sold over the counter. 
He felt so certain that the mustard supplied by him was pure 
that he sent the sample (left with his son) to Messrs. Col- 
man’s factory at Norwich. Messrs. Colman notified him that 
the public analyst at Norwich had found the sample contained 
4% per cent. of wheaten flour—wheaten flour being one of the 
ingredients used in the condiment above alluded to. Witness 





admitted the possibility of the sample containing 44 per cent. 
of wheaten flour, as stated by the Norwich analyst, and 
accounted for this by saying that the pure mustard sold might 
possibly have come in contact with the condiment, which 
would account for the presence of the wheaten flour. 

Mr. Lloyd: This is Mr. Colman’s mustard, and I presume, | 
sir, that Messrs. Colman don’t sell their goods in Keen’s. 
tins. 

Mr. Griffiths explained that the last lot of mustard had 
come in handsome tins, and that his wife had to use the tins 
for other purposes, transferring the mustard to old ones. 

Proceeding with his statement, Mr, Griffiths stated.that the 
term mustard was applied to the condiment as well as to the 
pure article. Preference was shown for the condiment, which 
was sold at double the price and in tins [as produced]. 

Mr. Lloyd explained that the condiment sold in the tins was 
sold as a mixture, the requirements of the Act being complied 
with on the label. 

Mr. Griffiths argued that as the condiment cost double the 
price of the pure mustard, he could not possibly have benefitted 
by the mixture of the condiment with pure mustard. The 
admixture was not detrimental to the customer. 

The Stipendary: Before giving a decision, I think I had 
better consult some authorities. There have been a number 
of recent decisions. I will adjourn the case. 


The difference between Mr. Hughes’ certificate and that of 
the public analyst at Norwich—the one showing 10 per cent. 
of added flour and the other 43 per cent.—is a point on which 
some explanation is necessary. The Norwich public analyst 
was not called upon to support his certificate, nor was any 
sworn evidence apparently tendered to prove that the Norwich 
analyst’s certificate was based on the same sample as that 
analysed by Mr. Hughes. We have before complained of 
magisterial irregularities in admitting as evidence certificates 
from public analysts under such circumstances. The Act 
specifically points out that the certificate of the public analyst 
for the district is evidence, not that of azy public analyst. 
The object of securing such outside certificates is plain—it is 
to introduce such an element of uncertainty into the case, and 
to cast such doubt upon the skill of the public analyst for the 
district, as will lead to the case being dismissed. We protest 
against magistrates thus allowing the Food and Drugs 
Act to be stultified by permitting one public analyst to be 
played off against another, and thus giving opportunity 
for casting unfounded doubts upon the skill of the public 
analyst supporting the prosecution. Only a fortnight ago we 
had occasion to call attention to the action of the Isle of 
Wight magistrates in admitting Mr. Arthur Angell’s certificate 
as evidence against that of Dr. Otto Hehner. Mr. Angel] 
in our last issue supported our complaint. He, as was most 
probably the case with the Norwich analyst, had no means of 
knowing for what purpose the certificate in question would be 
used, nor had he any assurance that his certificate was based 
on an analysis of a part of the same sample as that forming 
the subject of the prosecution. The commercial ethics of the 
case, shown in the selling of Messrs. Colman’s mustard out of 
Messrs. Keen’s tins, is a question for the manufacturers 
themselves to settle. Besides its ordinary table use, mustard 
is largely used as a sinapism, and the addition of 43, 10, 
or any percentage of flour reduces its strength for such 
purposes, and is an adulteration which the Legislature should 
not permit or magistrates encourage. Mustard so mixed with 
flour should be compulsorily labelled ‘‘ Mustard and flour.’’ 
Meanwhile it is to be regretted that magistrates who try 
adulteration cases do not take the trouble to understand the 
Acts of Parliament that they are called upon to administer. 

The stipendiary had no right to allow Mr. Griffiths sen., to 
make a statement, and, by overruling Mr. Lloyd’s objection, he 
admitted in evidence the statement of the Norwich analyst 
which, by the Act, was not admissible as evidence. We think 
that, stipendiaries, at least, ought to know better than this. 
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FROM the thirty-fifth report of the Commissioners of Inland 
Revenue it appears that during the year ending March 31st, 
1892, forty-five samples have been referred by magistrates to 
the Inland Revenue Laboratory in disputed cases under the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Acts. These samples represented 
the total of disputed cases out of no less than about 23,000 
samples analysed by public analysts, in which the aid of the 
Inland Revenue was invoked. Out of every hundred samples 
analysed only 0°126 sample therefore came to Somerset 
House, an altogether vanishing proportion, which proves in 
a striking manner the truth of our assertion in previous 
numbers of this, journal, that public analysts have an im- 
mensely larger experience in the analysis and composition of 
articles of food, drink, and drugs than Somerset House can 
ever be likely to obtain. 

Of the forty-five samples forty-three were found to be adul- 
terated, and the reports of the public analysts had to be con- 
firmed. In two samples of butter the report of the Somerset 
House officials was at variance with the reports of the public 
analysts. Admitting, for the sake of argument, that in 
these two cases Dr. Bell and his colleagues were right, 
and that the public analyst was in error, it appears that 
out of 23,000 samples analysed under the Food and Drugs 
Acts in the year ending March 31st, 1892, only two samples 
were’ efroneously reported to be adulterated, whilst in the rest 
the report of the public analyst was either not disputed at all, 
or.confirmed on reference as correct. What judge in the 
land, not to speak of magistrates, policemen, and lawyers, 
can show such a record of accurate work and of careful 
judgment as can the great body of public analysts? These 
figures reflect the highest credit on the much-maligned analyst, 
and it may with justice, and without a shadow of exaggeration, 
be said that no official work could be done better and more 
conscientiously than that of the analysts appointed under the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Acts. 

But while we have admitted in argument that in these two 
cases the analysts were wrong and Somerset House right, it 
is by no means probable that this assumption is warranted. 
Cases have been under discusssion by the Society of Public 
Analysts quite lately—probably the very same cases to which 


the report of the Inland Revenue Commissioners.has reference, 
—and from these discussions it could not remain’ aoubefalt 


that certificates of adulteration. were correctly given by the 


public analysts in question. 

It will naturally be asked, if Somerset House differed in but 
two cases out of so many thousands from the public analysts,” 
how we can reconcile with this fact our repeated and strong’: 

assertions that Somerset House has done and is doing more* 


to prevent the full benefit being: derived’ from pice 


imperfect Anti-Adulteration Laws than any other Institution ? : 
The answer is simple. 
even Dr, Bell and his colleagues do not venture to give certi- 
ficates of genuineness ; 
proportions of adulteration, say added water in milk, or. 


but in slight, comparatively small, 


margarine in butter, the certificate of Somerset House would | 


be sure to be couched in the usual phraseology, ‘‘ we cannot 
affirm that the article is adulterated,’’ and public analysts 
have found out by long and bitter experience how. much 
adulteration passes at Somerset, House as tolerable, and. they 
cannot but shape their certificates accordingly. Magistrates 
are still largely under the unfortunate and erroneous 
impression that the certificate of the Inland Revenue 
chemists is final, and no public analyst can, in view of 
this fact, venture to declare as adulterated articles: which he 
knows to be adulterated, but which he-also knows would be 
passed as genuine by this sorry Court of Appeal. Not the 


most capable public analyst, even if he possessed the highest — 


reputation for accuracy and honesty, could venture to declare, 
week after week, samples to be adulterated, when he is well 
aware that he would be contradicted by a body of officials 
whose experience amounts to 45 samples per annum, and who 
send to the Court certificates generally signed by no less than 
three individuals of their staff, one of them:a F.R.S, and C.B., 


although no doubt in most cases the analysis is carried out — 


by some second-rate assistant. But the magistrates, seeing 
three names appended to one certificate and only one to that 
of the public analyst, conclude that the three’ must of course 
know more than the one, and decide on the side of numbers 
and officialism. As the natural consequence, every sample 


adulterated merely up to the standard adopted by Somerset . 


House is of necessity passed by public analysts against their 


conviction as genuine, and only the grosser cases come: " 


into Court. The milkman knows this perfectly well, and he 


safely adds to genuine milk a quantity of water which 


he has in the course of years 
rightful and legal. quantity, namely, - 
gallon of milk, knowing 


one pint to the 


come to consider the : 


ots 


perfectly well that he does. so? 


under the protection of the Government Department at 


Somerset House, and if some bold and wicked public analyst 


should dare to interfere and declare this lawfully watered milk , 


to be adulterated, the milkman with confidence appeals to-the 
magistrate to send the sample in possession of the inspector 


to Somerset House for analysis, and he finds his confidence ~ 
justified, because Somerset House ‘“‘ cannot affirm’’ that the 


sample, which has only a pint of water added to the Seer 
is adulterated. 
In regard to butter the case stands similarly. The butter- 


mixer adds fifteen, or twenty, or even twenty-five per cent. of 
margarine, and knows that it is done under the protection of | 


the referees under the Food Act.. And even in cases in which 
adulteration is undoubted, and cannot be explained. away by 


the refetees, they are almost suré to understate the percentage ~ 


ofadulteration. Magistrates are apt to dismiss cases if the 
Somerset House officials certify to a different percentage of 
adulteration from the public analysts. _Hence, the latter 


have long found out that, in order to obtain convictions, even ~ 


in such bad cases, they must rather understate than give 
the exact amount of admixture, so that if the’ public analyst 
states that a certain sample of butter contains about one. 


we ete 


quarter of its weight of margarine, it may safely be taken that 


the percentage of admixture is certainly nearer one half -of 
the total weight. : 


With all this we would guard ourselves from being: under. b | 
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stood that Somerset House deliberately foster adulteration, 

and that they act otherwise than from a sense of duty to the 

vendor. Foritis well-known to every analyst and to every dairy- 
man that milk varies widely in composition, even when pure ; 
that to the milk of one herd of cows some twelve per cent. of 
water can be added before the sample becomes equal in 
strength, or rather weakness, to: the milk of another inferior 
herd of cows. Public analysts, analysing samples by the 
thousand from all parts of the country, have with the greatest 
care ascerta ed the composition of genuine milk of low 
quality, which is 8°5 per cent. of solids not fat and 3 per cent, 
of. fat, well-knowing that in some very rare cases the com- 
position may be even lower than this, and they judge 
milk by the limits just given. They argue that even if 
it be admitted that sometimes, say, one sample out of ten 
or fifteen thousand of genuine milk shows only 8°3 per cent. 
of solids notrfat, it is not fair to the milk-consuming public 
to allow such exceptional samples to pass as genuine, because 
the purchaser who intends to buy genuine milk of average 
richness would not get what he asks for, namely, milk—that 
is.average milk, but an exceptionally poor fluid from some 
unhealthy or starveling cow. But Somerset House argues that 

all that comes from the udder of the cow is milk, no matter 

_what its composition may be. This may be true, but it isa 

definition of milk which is decidedly to the disadvantage of 

the public and of the country at large. If evena high limit 
were adopted by legal enactment—a limit which would exclude 
the product, say, of the Dutch cow, which is thin and poor— 
nothing would be easier for the farmer than to select among 
the races of cows those that will give milk up to the limit. By 
careful selection the quality of milk could thus ‘be gradually 
raised, doubtless, to a figure much higher than that now shown 
only by the very best milks, and the State would thus benefit 

_ both the public and the dairy-farmers at the same time. This 

sentimental soft-heartedness which at present dominates in 

_ Somerset House, and which prompts the adoption of limits 

which are disgraceful and mischievous, should have no place 
in a far-seeing policy of a State department. 

.What is wanted is the universal adoption of limits by public 
analysts and Somerset House alike, such limits to be based 
not upon the composition of the poorest milk which a cow 
has been known to yield, but upon a fair average composition. 
We would strongly urge that 8°5 be taken as the limit of solids 
not fat ;, but to prevent an ignorant but possibly honest vendor 
being punished, we would allow him to prove, if he can, that 
‘the milk sold by him was free from adulteration if the solids 

not fat fall below 8°5, but do not fall below 8-3. Below that 
figure no milk should be recognised as genuine, even if it were 
yielded by the cow alone. No cow has a right to live which 
produces a fluid that brings disgrace upon the whole bovine 
family. 

_ As to fat, we would suggest that 3 per cent. be taken as a 
reasonable figure, but under the control of the Society of Public 
Analysts this figure could be regulated from time to time 
according to the seasons, just as the percentage of sulphur 

_ which may be contained in coal-gas is regulated variously in 

winter and in-summer by the gas referees. 

‘The report of the Inland Revenue Commissioners, from 
which we started, can now be read aright in the sense of these 
explanations. Taken by itself, it gives an entirely erroneous 
picture of the relations of public analysts to their referees, and 
of the apparent benefit to the public of the vigilance of the 
Somerset House officials. 


““THE GROCER” AND ALUM IN 
¥ BAKING-POWDER. 
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IN its issue of October rst, the Grocer said :— 


We have received a visit this week from a large manufacturer of 
baking-powder, who complains that the excessive use of alum by some 

_ of the less reputable makers is an.injury to the trade, rendering com- 
' petition by honest firms a matter:of some difficulty. We notice also 





that the Zamcet has taken the matter up, and expresses the opinion 
that the indiscriminate use of alum in this way is likely to be prejudicial 
to public health. Our readers may remember that a decision at 
Ilkeston on August 25 (vide report in the Grocer of August 27, p. 386) 
virtually sanctioned the use of alum in baking-powder ; and, writing in 
reference to the subject, the Zamcet says :—‘‘ If baking-powders must 
be used, alum should not enter into their composition, especially as 
there, are other comparatively inert and equally effective agents 
procurable. When a baker uses alum in his bread or flour, proceedings - 
are successfully taken against him under the Food and Drugs Act,. 
and it is reasonable to expect that the same Act should protect the 
purchaser against alum introduced into his bread in any other form, 
not excepting that of a baking-powder.’”? Out subscribers should 
endeavour to assist the respectable manufacturers, who turn out a pure 
article, by avoiding transactions with firms who sactifice quality to 
cheapness. : 


Public analysts and those anxious to secure.a pure public 
food supply might well have been excused for rubbing’ their 
eyes in wonderment at the sight of such an expression. of 
Opinion in the pages of the Grocer, and there were not want- 
ing some who believed that repentance had come to that’ 
journal, if somewhat tardily. The repentance, however, was 
shortlived. Under pressure, the Grocer screwed up its 
courage to the sticking-point of chalking up ‘‘ No alum in 
baking powder’’ for its readers, but quickly repented of the 
honest act. 

In its issue of October 8th appears the following apology 
for having strayed into the path of rectitude :— 


We regret to find that our remarks in our last issue on alum in 
baking-powder have been taken by some to reflect upon those firms 
who, though making vaking-powders containing alum, are both 
reputable and respectable, and do not use alum in such quantities as to 
be detrimental to health. We are sorry if our remarks on this subject 
have cased annoyance either to these firms or to the firm who defended 
the Ilkeston case, as we had not the slightest intention of making 
reflections on any of these manufacturers. 


Anything more glaringly and abjectly pitiful than this exhi- 
bition of want of. principle it would be difficult to. discover, 
even intrade journals. The reason for the sudden volte face 
is evident. Alum in baking-powder may cause indigestion 
and directly injure the health of the consumer, but what of 
that? The firms using it in place of tartaric acid save the 
difference between alum at 16s. per cwt. and tartaric acid at 
49 per cwt. The substitution of the harmful alum for the 
beneficial tartaric enables the makers who use alum to under- 
sell their honest competitors, and increase their profits by 
thousands of pounds yearly; but the baking-powder makers 
who use alum must receive the humble apologies of the Grocer, 
because they spend much of the money thus gotten in the 
support of the Grocer. They must not be exposed, nor must 
injurious adulteration be put a stop to. They are sacred from 
comment in the Grocer, because they advertise. We take no 
credit to ourselves for the fact that weeks before even the 
Lancet condemned the use of alum in baking-powder we 
condemned it for the self-same reasons published afterwards 
in the Zancet. We but did our duty by the public, as the 
Lancet did, and as the Grocer, for once in its history, was, 
under pressure, led into doing. We. are only sorry that a 
journal claiming to be the organ of the hardest working 
body of citizens in this country should, in the interests of 
advertisers, not only descend to the championing of firms 
whose adulterations are an injury to the public health, but 
actually apologise to them for having even timidly told the 
truth about hurtful adulteration, such as that of alum in baking- 
powder. Curiously enough, the self-same number of. the 
Grocer that contains the apology publishes the following 
letter :— 


ALUM IN BAKING-POWDER. 


Sir,—I am old-fashioned enough to believe that there are many men - 
yet left in the grocery business who will appreciate your remarks at the 
end of your comments on the Zavce? article. 

There is a notion, no doubt, amongst a certain class. of traders that 
all they have to do is to let their customers have just what they ask for, 
without. comment; but there are others who cannot reconcile it with 
their conscience to supjly what they believe to be an injurious pre- 
paration, 

In spite of any legal casuistry which may declare ‘that baking- 


‘powder is not a food,” although it is sold for the purpose of mixing 


with a food, honest tradesmen will decline to silence their consciences 
with such scphistry, and will sell only such baking-powders as are 
guaranteed by makers whose names are in themselves guarantees for 
the purity of their manufactures.—I am, etc., 


Oxford, October 3. ONE OF THE OLD SCHOOL, 


We believe the honest straightforwardness of this letter 
to be the expression of the opinion grocers throughout the 
country entertain regarding adulteration. It is a pity that 
their supposed representative trade journal should labour so 
hard to obtain for its readers the reputation of practising’? 
fraud of every description in the public food supply. 


8 FOOD, DRUGS, AND DRINK. 





October 15, 1892... 





FORMS OF ADULTERATION.—2. 


PRESERVATIVES IN FOOD. 





THE second form of adulteration to which we desire to draw 


the attention of the public and of the authorities is the pre- 
valent use of chemicals, so-called preservatives, in all sorts of 
articles of food, 

No one in his senses formerly expected milk, butter, meat, 
or other perishable articles to keep more than a few hours or 
days at the most, and the various traders in these perishable 
articles arranged their business so that not more was taken 
at a time than could be disposed of before the articles had 
deteriorated by keeping. But so-called science is now within 
reach of all, and by the aid of unscrupulous or ignorant 
scientific men—for it is remarkable how ignorant a scientific 
man can be the moment he steps outside his own sphere— 
preservatives of many kinds are largely sold with the object 
of their being added to food. A preservative, which arrests 
the development of those organisms which cause the curdling 
of milk, the rancidity of butter, or the putrefaction of meat— 
organisms which are possessed of a vitality far greater than 
that of highly organised animal bodies like the human— 
cannot but act detrimentally to at least an equal extent upon 
the human frame. But trade has so altered in recent years 
that quantities of these perishable articles are laid in stock 
which would perish long before they could be disposed of in 
the old-fashioned way. The dealer, for the sake of profit, 
purchases when prices are low, and by the aid of chemicals 
makes his provisions keep, whether it be to the detriment of 
the public or not. Milk, the food of the young, is physicked 
with boric acid, Cream is sold all overthe metropolis in jars, 
which are kept in the shops for many days—kept sweet also 
by boric acid. Hardly a pound of butter is sold which does 
not contain one per cent. at least of boric acid or of borax, as 
we took occasion to show in our last number. Bacon is cured 
with borax and boric acid. Sausages are pickled with it. 
Meat is steeped into a solution of bisulphite of lime. Fish 
is brought from abroad saturated with borax. Wine, badly 
made and ill-fermented, is kept by addition of salicylic acid. 
Malt beverages almost invariably contain bisulphite of lime or 
other chemicals. In fact, from the early breakfast to the late 
supper, the consumer is dosed by the tradesman with medi- 
cinal substances, which should be administered only upon the 
prescription of a competent medical man. Indigestion is 
rampant everywhere, but it is usually attributed to our mode 
of living, to insufficient exercise, or eating too much, when 
doubtless it is largely attributable to the digestion-hindering 
chemicals which we are forced to swallow in everything we 
eat or drink. 

Of course there will be quoted by the advocates of this state 
- of things opinions of medical men and others in favour of 
every abomination; but ask the public whether they prefer 
their food and drink pure or physicked with ever so gentle a 
medicinal substance, and we doubt not what the answer 
would be. If the State, as it ought to do, decreed that every 
vendor of food stated plainly at the time of the sale whether 
the article he sells is preserved or not, and in the former case 
with what and how much preservative, the public—the unfor- 
tunate victim—would soon enough insist on getting pure food 
from the tradesmen, and physic from the doctor only. 

Every State —France, Germany, Holland, Italy, Spain, various 
South American States—have legislated on the subject, and 
have forbidden the use of preservatives, allor sundry. England 
alone lags behind and permits their use. Although the 
subject has been discussed at various times before the Society 
of Public Analysts, nothing at all has been done by the 
authorities. What is the reason? Somerset House blocks 
the way. For while 48 and 49 Vict., cap. 51, says that a 
brewer of beer shall not add any other matter or thing thereto 
except finings, or other matter or thing sanctioned by the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue, these Commissioners, or 
their servants, see preservatives used in almost every brewery 
in the kingdom, but do not interfere. Preservatives must, 
therefore, be regarded as ‘‘ matters”’ or ‘‘ things ’’ sanctioned 
by the Commissioners, no doubt under the advice of their 
medical staff, and if this is the case under the eye of the 
Government officers small wonder that other trades do not 
hesitate to follow suit. 

If it be argued that the beer nowadays brewed in this country 
will not keep without the addition of a preservative, we would 
ask, who is responsible for such a state of things? Beer certainly 
has got weaker of late years, and weak alcoholic fluids do not 
keep as well as the strong ales of the former generation ; but no 
brewer need make more ale at a time than he can dispose of, 
nor need the consumer take in more than he wants for his 
daily or weekly consumption. In connection with this tendency 
to brew weak ales we would ask, how is it that although 
all materials used in brewing are cheaper than ever, and that 


less of such materials are used in proportion to the water, that — 
beer is not proportionately cheaper ? The antiseptics are, it © 
appears, used to allow the brewer to reap an extra profit at the © 
expense of the health of the consumer. Pt (Ue eee 

There is the less excuse for the prevalent use of preserva- — 
tives, because other unobjectionable means are available to pre- 
vent the decomposition of food substances. If meat, butter, fruit, — 
and eggs can be brought from the Antipodes by simply keep- - 
ing the articles in question cool by artificial means, surely itis. 
but reasonable to require that the same means «should: also be>; 
used for home consumption. Would not every manufacturer’ 
cry out against our New Zealand or Australian brethren if they 
flooded our markets with chemically-kept food, and would 
they not complain that such competition was unfair and to 
the detriment of the public health ? 

We take it that there can be but one answer to that question, 


(Zo be continued.) 
SS SSO 


SANITARY SCANDALS. 


—_——- 


THE owners of Nos. 1 and 2 blocks of Artisans’ Dwellings, 
situate at Gun-street, Friar-street, appeared for the fourth time 
at Southwark Police-court, on Saturday, to a summons issued 
at the instance of Inspector Edwards, chief sanitary officer to 
the Vestry of St. George-the-Martyr, Southwark, for allowing 
the premises mentioned to remain in such a condition as to 
render them injurious to health and unfit for human habitation. 
The proceedings were taken under the fourth clause of the 
Housing of the Working Classes Act, 1890, which empowers 
the Court to order the closing of premises tenanted by 
workpeople when shown to be in such an insanitary condition 
as to be injurious to health.—Inspector Edwards said that 
these blocks were erected ona site, cleared eighteen years ago, 
of the dwellings then existing, after the usual proceedings had 
been taken under Cross’s Act, the work being done under the 
superintendence of the architect department of the late Metro- 
politan Board of Works. For a long time they proved to have 
been anything but in a sanitary condition, and continual 
works were necessary from time to time. The inspector, on 
June 28, visited the premises, consisting of 128 tenements, and 
made a thorough examination of them. He found the place 
dilapidated, the dust shoots badly constructed, the lids were 
absent in some instances, or when present would not shut 
properly. The cisterns on the flat of the roof close to the 
parapet were not cleansed properly, and the water was dirty. 
A smell arose from the soil pipes, and the ventilation pipes 
carrying off the sewer gas were too close to the water in the 
cistern, and the pipes were defective. Both blocks were ina 
very bad state, but block No. 1 was the better of the two. 
The water-closets were in fair working order, but the windows 
and sashes were rotten, and the state of things generally was 
most unsatisfactory.—Dr. Frederick J. Waldo, the medical 
officer of health, detailed at length the condition of the 
huildings as to the sanitary arrangements, and declared that — 
the water supply was likely to be contaminated by sewer gases 
through the position, as well as bad condition, of the ventila- 
tion pipes and the state of the drain traps, The dust-bins on 
the ground floor were very. bad, Generally he corroborated 
the inspector of nuisances, and said although much had been 
done the state of affairs was such that in his opinion the 
place was still unsuited for occupation if the health of the 
inhabitants was considered. The magistrate said he would 
make an order to close the premises, but he would withhold 
it for a fortnight to give the owners an opportunity to effect 
the necessary repair. 





THE sanitary condition of Ongar, in Essex, has become a 
by-word in the locality. The local authority responsible is 
utterly neglectful of its duty to the ratepayers, and as a con- 
sequence the sewerage of the place is a mere caricature, 
diphtheria and the scarlet fever is rampant, and typhoid feyer 
constantly breaks out. At the meeting of the Guardians, on 
the 27th ult., a report was read from the sanitary inspector of 
the Leyton Local Board, stating— 


That of 30 cases of scarlet fever reported on the 3rd of September, 
22 received their milk supply from one dairy. In company with the 
proprietor of the dairy he visited the farms from which the milk was 
obtained, but before doing so they called upon Dr. Spurgeon, of 
Ongar, who mentioned that Mr. J. Monis, of Chivers Hall, about 
three miles from Ongar, and his household, were all down with scarlet 
fever. From this farm 80 gallons of milk were sent each day. They 
took immediate steps to prevent any further sale of the milk in the 
Leytonstone district. There were two nurses in charge of the inmates, 
and Mr. Morris, his wife, Miss Cooper, and the servant were all suffer- 
ing from scarlet fever. Another servant had been sent home with 
sore throat, and this case had since developed into scarlet fever. The 
dairy and cowshed were less than twenty-five yards from the house, 
One of the labourers had had a case of scarlet fever three weeks before 
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~ at his house, and he and the house boy were in the barn close to the 


~~ 


_ disease will ‘‘keep cropping up.”’ 


dairy, with the other farm men, partaking of their mid-day meal. The 
man said that since the outbreak he had not visited the cowshed or 
the dairy. The house boy had just recovered from the peeling process 
after what was stated to be German measles. Mr. Morris stated 
that the medical officer of the district had visited the farm, and had 
said that there was no danger of infection from the consumption of the 
milk. In the yard near the house was an open privy or cesspool in a 
terrible condition—more than enough to account for the outbreak. He 
impressed upon Mr. Thomas, the sanitary inspector, the importance of 
seeing that the milk was not sent to any other district. Of 51 cases 
on to the 9th September 39 were supplied with milk from this 
airy. 


Notwithstanding the revelation of this terrible state of things, 
the Chairman of this addle-pated Board instructed the clerk 
to reply to the report that ‘‘every precaution had been taken.” 
The medical officer stated that ‘‘ there was a cesspool in the 

ard, but it wanted cleaning out. That was the whole story.”’ 

his same officer, in a later discussion, said ‘‘ he could not 
understand how it was fever kept cropping up unless it was 


. 


_ the children, quite safe in themselves, carried infection in their 


clothing.’’ While local authorities and their representatives 
satisfy themselves with ‘‘ explanations ’’ of this kind zymotic 
l What the Ongar people 
should do is to spend a few thousands in a proper system of 


_ drainage. 





THE scandals connected with the building of the London 
Board Schools have not been exhausted by the revelations of 
Mr. Helby last year. The carelessness and ignorance of 
Sanitary requirements shown in the erection of these gigantic 
and expensive palaces of instruction is marvellous, when it is 
considered what stupendous genius is crystallised beneath the 
roof of the central offices on the Thames Embankment. But 
these Solons—these fledgling barristers and truculent parsons— 
are so occupied with the discussion of ponderous questions of 
principle that they have no time left to look after details, and 
all the supervision of school buildings is left to salaried officials, 
who take life as easily as they can. There was an outbreak 
of diphtheria some time ago at Yerbury Road school, in north 
of Islington, but although the Islington medical officer of 
health, the late Dr. Tidy, made a superficial examination of 
the place, he could not find any cause forit. A later outbreak 
aroused the attention of Dr. Alfred Harris, the new medical 
officer for Islington, who made another examination, with the 
result that he found such serious defects in the drainage that 
extensive alterations will have to be made to remedy them. 
The School Board had long enough before been told of the 
bad smells and the outbreak of disease, but, as usual, nothing 
was done. A similar supineness characterises the Board in 
regard to Canonbury Road Schools in East Islington. While 
an addition is being built to the schools a huge erection of 
flimsy woodwork has been put up to afford access to and 
egress from all three floors of a tall building, and the spaces 
beneath the staircase are used to store the children’s hats and 
cloaks. In wet weather the rain soaks the boards and 
saturates the children’s clothing, and converts the ground 
into a miry puddle. This state of things has existed for 
months, and is likely to last for months longer, Meanwhile 
diphtheria has broken out here and in nine dwellings adjoining 
the school. 

AT the meeting of the Manchester Town Council on the 
sn inst., the following resolution was moved by Sir John 

arwood and seconded by Alderman Hinchcliffe :— 


That application be made to the Local Government Board for a 
provisional order in relation to the conversion of pail and other closets 
Into water-closets, with suitable drains, such drains to be hereafter 
maintained and repaired by the Corporation, and for enabling the 
Corporation to contribute to the cost of such conversion; also for 
conferring borrow:ng powers upon the Corporation in relation to this 
matter to the extent of £250,000, and generally for giving effect to the 
recommendations of the report of the Sanitary Committee of the 3rd 
October, 1892, and for the purposes above mentioned to repeal, alter, 
or amend the provisions of the local Act and provisional orders 
confirmed by Parliament in relation to the city of Manchester to such 
extent as may be necessary, provided that prior to the preparation of 
the provisional order and holding the local inquiry, the Sanitary 
Committee shall submit to the Council full details of the suggested 
scheme for the consideration and approval of the Council. The 
resolution was carried almost unanimously. 





THE attention of the Midland Railway Company has been 
called to the insanitary condition of houses at Apperley Bridge 
Station Yorkshire, occupied by their servants. The station 
master’s house consisted practically of tworooms on the ground 
floor and two rooms which were used as bed-rooms below the 
ground floor; there are five drain gullies inthe open spacein front, 
one being opposite the doorway ; an offensive sink in the main 
living room, and little light and less ventilation in the so-called 


bed-rooms down stairs. The other two cottages are still worse | 





for size and ventilation, especially the third, which is a cottage 
with practically only two rooms, one on the ground floor and 
one below, both immediately over the urinals, water-closets. 
and drains of the down platform of the station. In the living 
room a shut-up bed is used by an old woman, who sometimes 
has one, two, or three children with her in bed, and the bed- 
room down stairs, which contains 1214 cubit feet, accommo- 
dated two men, two women, and one or two children when 
they are not sleeping with the old woman up stairs. 





WHILE Sheffield is spending £80,000 on a brand new Town 
Hall, its councillors might look after and spend some money on 
the sanitation of the poorer quarters of the town. In Carver 
Street there is a court containing two privies, which are used 
by the inhabitants of 13 houses, and also by 36 workpeople of 
both sexes from a factory close by. The way in which 
privies are emptied is also a great scandal. The contents are 
first taken out of the receptacle and deposited upon the yard, 
and then thrown out into the street, and thence placed into 
the carts. The Rev. G. C. Ommanney, vicar of St. Matthew’s, 
Sheffield, declares that— 


Three thoroughfares are most disgraceful, namely, Canning Street, 
Devonshire Lane, and ‘Mucky Entry,” otherwise 8, Court, Cam- 
bridge Street. The smells which abounded in those places are simpl 
frightful. Being unable to move the town authorities to deal wit 
these matters, he on one occasion wrote to the Local Government 
Board, but with no better result. The reply he received stated that 
the Department was aware of the bad sanitary condition of the town, 
and referred him to the Town Council. 


Mr. E. E. Bindley says that ‘‘the stench in ‘ Mucky Entry’ 
nearly knocked him down,’’ and he described a wretched state 
of things about Wellington Street, where two privies, reeking 
with stench, were close to the doors of dwellings. A depu- 
tation of the ratepayers will wait on the Town Council to 
protest against these scandals. 


Mr. W. H. RADFORD, civil 


engineer, 
writes :-— 


Nottingham, 


Above the London Thames water intakes there area number ot 
districts without systems of sewerage. In these districts there are 
many riverside houses situate on low ground within a few yards of the 
banks of the Thames and its tributaries. These houses drain into 
cesspools, which the owners are instructed by the authorities to make 
watertight. If they were watertight, the bath and slop waters would 
fill them so quickly as to necessitate their being emptied daily. As 
this is not done, it is fair to suppose either that the cesspools are not 
watertight, and thai the liquid drains into the subsoil and thence to 
the river, or what is more probable, there is, in many cases, a secret 
overflow delivering direct to the river below water-level. The local 
authorities do their utmost to prevent river pollution, but in default of 
a sewerage system the householders must find some other method of 
disposing of their liquid refuse, and what other course is open to them 
except one of the above? Now if cholera or any similar disease 
breaks out at any of these riverside houses, is it not probable that 
some of the germs would find their way through the drains into the 
river? If this happens, will the waterworks filter-beds intercept all 
these germs? and if not, what will be the position of the London 
water consumers? We know that the discharge from one patient is 
sufficient to impregnate the water supply of a town. I wish to point out 
that if a case of cholera, or ary similar infectious disease, occurs in any 
of these riverside houses, the authorities should immediately close the 
house drains, and insist on the evacuations being buried in some safe 
spot. The water companies should encourage the execution of 
schemes of sewerage for these districts by every means in their power, 
as the absence of sewerage constitutes a constant danger to London. 





THE sewage of Higher Brixham flows into an open stream, 
which in dry weather is almost empty. The Totnes Rural 
Sanitary Authority is now devising a scheme for constructing 
a sewer to connect with the 12-inch sewer of Lower Brixham. 





Dr. BELL, sanitary officer of Pomeroy, co. Tyrone, has been 
making some inquiries into the sanitary condition of farmers’ 
houses in the neighbourhood. He found the house of a man 
named M‘Namee, in Boltinane, about five miles from Cooks- 
town, inhabited by M‘Namee, his wife, two sons, and 
daughter. There was no bed in the house. In the kitchen 
there were 11 pigs, and in a room off the kitchen there were 
six cows anda horse. The roof was partiy off the house, and 
the whole house and premises a mass of filth and dirt. He 
recommended the removal of the animals, the digging out of 
the floors to a depth of 12 inches, new floors placed, and a 
thorough lime-washing of the house. It appears there is a 
farm of 27 acres at the place. Elizabeth Corr, in the same 
neighbourhood, whose house Dr. Bell inspected on the same 
day, was even a worse offender, In the kitchen he found a 
cow tied, and a quantity of manure in a liquid state. There 
was also down rain, and the walls of the house were apparently 
rotting. In front of the house was a quantity of liquid manure, 
most dangerous to health. The house of William Corr, of 
Gaultinageam, which Dr. Bell inspected on the same day, 
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consists of a kitchen and two rooms. In the kitchen he found 
a cow tied. In one of the rooms were another cow and a 
horse, and in the third room was a heifer. In eachapartment 
was a large amount of manure; and before the door, only 
seven feet away, was a large accumulation of manure. The 
guardians, ‘‘ who seemed to be thoroughly astonished at the 
unexpected revelations,’’ ordered that the usual notices should 
be served on the inhabitants. 

A LADY commissioner of the orth British Daily Maz has 
been visiting some of the worst parts of Glasgow, and she has 
succeeded in stirring the Police Commissioners of that city to 
take steps to close the insanitary tenements of the lowest parts 
of the town. Govan is not much better off. A committee of 
the Burgh Council, which recently made‘a tour of inspection, 
state that— x 


They visited fourteen closes, and were quite astonished to find so 
much filth and dirt of every description. The stench was dreadful at 
Nos. 28, 30, and 32, Victoria Street, and the approaches to the houses 
were from three to four inches thick with muck and dirt. From the 
manner in which the people had to live no decency could be preserved, 
nor yet could any good example be shown to youth. They had never 
seen in any of the low slums of Glasgow anything to equal the in- 
sanitary state of Govan. The people living in these houses said the 
smells were terrible in summer. 


The committee are continuing their inquiry . 





AT the last meeting of the Hoyland Local Board, Dr. Allott, 
M.O.H., submitted his report, and said in regard to the 
sanitary condition of the district :— 


Mr. Farrington and himself had made a thorough inspection of the 
larg r portion of the board’s district, and hoped to complete it before 
next meeting. As one result of that inspection he wished to particu- 
larly emphasise his deliberate opinion, which he felt sure would be 
strongly supported by several members of the board, that the condition 
of their district was not to be compared, so far as the existence of 
nuisances and sanitary matters generally were concerned, with the con- 
dition existing when the board took office. Though there were still 
far too many nuisances that required abatement, and sanitary affairs 
were not in that forward state they hoped and expected shortly to see, 
yet he thought great credit was due to the board, and more particularly 
to their inspector, Mr. Farrington, for having so greatly altered the 
aspect of affairs, and with such a little amount of friction. Most of 
the nuisances they saw arose from defective and insufficient privy ac- 
commodation, the keeping of swine in unsuitable places, and sink pipes 
opening directly into the drains. In all cases notices were to be served 
to abate the nuisances. One serious case was specially mentioned, 
namely, a collection of sewage of a vile and most offensive character, 
flowing over the yard of some cottages at Elsecar, owned by Mr. Luke 
Evans, and having a very perceptible influence on the health of the 
tenants. 


The chairman and others complimented the doctor on his 
able and .exhaustive report. 
nuisance on Mr. Evans’ property, said the people had been 
to him several times about it, and he must say it was an 
abominable state of things. - The chairman corroborated, and 
said that when the doctor was there he stood on a stone 
near the privies, whereupon one of the women seized him by 
the armandexclaimed, ‘‘ For God’s sake, doctor, don’t stir 
it up, or we shan’t be able to sleep all night for the stink !”’ 
It was decided that a copy of the doctor’s report be sent to 
the Local Government Board. 





Truth says of the town of Coletord, in Gloucestershire :— 


There is here no public supp'y of water to the houses, and the 
place is described to me as drained by an old sewer, with floor, walls, 
and roof of rough stone, in which deep holes have teen crea‘ed in the 
course of time, so that the course of the drain is a succession of cess- 
pools. Rough and primitive drains, running in many cases under the 
floors, connect this death-trap with the adjacent houses. The Sanitary 
Authority pleads that the district is too poor to afford to remodel its 
drainage. Of course if people cannot afford to live they must die; but 
it ‘would be well that they should destroy themselves in some way 
which will not involve risk to their neighbours. 


a ESS Oo a < : 


A SANITARY INSPECTOR calls our attention to a defect in 
the Public Health Act. The local authority often adjourns 
for a vacation of several weeks. No powers are given to the 
sanitary inspector to take proceedings, and no matter how 
bad a case may be, if it occurs a day after the adjournment of 
the Board of Works, vestry, or local authority, the sanitary 
inspector cannot serve a notice until the board reassembles ; 
and even then reasonable time for abatement of the nuisance 
must be allowed. ‘There should certainly be a provision in the 
Act that a notice served by a sanitary inspector should in cases 
of vacation of the local authority have the power of a legal 
notice. As the matter now stands, our correspondent com- 
plains that the most dangerous nuisances may and do in 
vacation time, and for weeks after, go’on unchecked. 





Mr. Goddard, alluding to the ° 
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THE note struck in the opening address at the Grocers’’ 
Federation meeting, at}Manchester, on Tuesday, of the retiring, 
president, Alderman Barrow, of Birmingham, was, as we. 
anticipated, very different from that desired by trade journals 
that pose as exponents of.the opinions of the Grocers’. 
Associations. on : 
Alderman Barrow said :— . a: . “ 


‘The grocers of the country did not wish to organise to do wrong, « 
but they did wish to place themselves in the position,to do right, and 
that the law should not come down upon them and prosecute them for » 


what it did not define to be a breach of the law. | 


The new president, Mr. Peter Bratt, was equally open in his’ 
opinions. : 
‘He said the object and business of the federation might be summed ™ 
up in a few words—it was to defend the interests of the grocery and ° 
provision trades when assailed, and to redress and resist unfair’ 
legislation. The grocery and provision trade, which they represented, » 
being the largest food-di tributing trade in the United Kingdom, felt. 
they ought to have a voice in the making of all laws dealing, 
with their interests, and without an organisation of this kind 
they could not .bring to bear all the power and strength of 
their united efforts at the time of need. He thought they would: 
agree with him that they were needing at the present time some altera- - 
tion in the law respecting the sale of coffee and chicory. The Govern- | 
ment allowed them to sell, in a paper properly labelled, coffee and ° 
chicory mixed, but they did not define the quantity of chicory that 
should be considered an adulteration, What they wanted was a distinct © 
understanding on that point. There was at present no uniformity in- 
tbe administration of the Adulteration Act. A mixture that might be’ 
allowed to pass in one district would not be allowed in another, so 
that what they required was a standard, fixed by Government, which 
would regulate the legitimate sale of this.mixture. The President . 
th«n referred to the sa'e of margarine and the proposed introduction of an 
‘objectionable colour,” which, he contended, would, if adopted, probably , 
stop the sale of margarine, and advance butter to-a fancy price. What. 
was required was that the authorities in their respective districts should 


see to it that margarine should only be sold as margarine, and not | 


as butter, which would be an advantage not only to the public but to 
every honourable tradesman. ; 


Mr. W. Torkington contributed a paper dealing with the 
‘* Excess of Water in Continental and Irish Butters,’’ in which 
he mentioned, from personal experience,— 


That out of what were bought for finest creamery butters the water » 
ran out at such a rate that it overflowed the dishes in the shop in which 
it was exposed for sale, and dripped to such an extent that 1t formed 
a pool on either side of the counter. One tub of butter, exposed from | 
Saturday nigat t» Monday morning, lost 3 lbs. in weight through the 
dripping of the water. It was fo the grecer to see that he did not pay for 
that which he could not retail across his own scales, and he complained 
that the law as at present framed did not sufficiently lay down astandard 
of what percentage of water butter ought to contain as an extreme 
limit. It was not so much the purchaser who suffered by ‘this 
excess of wat-r as the grocer, snd he did not see why the grocer 
should be made the scapegoat for eve'ybody else’s sins. He 
was glad to see that the Manchester Produce Merchants’ Asso- 
ciation had¥ resolved to guarantee the purity of all butters s ld by 
the members of the Merchants’ Association, but that was satisfactory 
to the retail trade.in part only. - There was s°mething to be said for 
the loss of custom and pre-tige a grocer sustained when he had once 
been convicted. Customers did not inqnire how it came about. They ~ 
said, in effect, ‘‘ He sold me adulterated butter, and I bave done with 
him.’’ The conviction, he contended, should be against the supplier of 
the butter, and the grocer’s name should not appear in the prosecution, | 


Mr. J. T. Lees (Manchester) said— 


Th ir first line of defence was to protect the retailer from the 
machinations of those outside, who did him a grievous wrong in 
making butter with such an excess of water in it. At present they 
were everlastingly mopping up water from the counter. They were 
regularly paying for tons of water as rutter. 


Mr. J. Williams (Manchester) said that watered butter 
seemed to be more common in Lancashire than in the south. - 


Mr. J. Williams (London) said— 


That they did know something about watered butter in London. He 
on one occasion bought 150 casks of Irish butter, which were placed in 
a cellar, and the next morning the cellar was flooded with water. He 
found that the casks which should have weighed 56 lbs., weighed 
52 lbs., 50 lbs., and some 49 lbs. 


Mr. S. Searle (Manchester) said— 


That quite recently he paid for seven 561bs cf Irish creameries, and, 
instead of haying the corr ct total weight, he was no less than 16 lbs. 
short. In Manchester he knew they’h:d some of the most creditable 
wrol:sale firms, but they were not infallible, and if the wholesale 
houses could not stop this adulteration, then tne federation must step 
in and get matters rectified. He did not think the excessive watering | 
of Irish creameries was ever so great as at the present time. : 
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Sir William Pink said— 

He advised those present to do as they did at Portsmouth—weigh 
every cask and every packet of butter that was put on the counter, and 
if it was found that there was an excess of water, let them make a 
representation to the proper quarter, and not deal with them again 
unless some allowance was made. 

The question of giving margarine an objectionable colour is 
one that the Grocers’ Federation need have little fear about, 
and it strikes us as being rather an unfair way of putting the 
case. What those interested in the purity of the food supply 
ask, and rightly ask, is that margarine should not be coloured 
a butter tint—which can only be with intent to deceive—but 
be sold, as in Denmark, in z¢s zaturaZ colour. The indict- 
ment against excessive watering of home butters is one that 
we heartily support. Excess of water should be punishable, 
and the shifting of the disgrace and penalty following cone 
viction for all adulterations should be borne by the whole- 
sale dealer when the retailer has sold the article in good 
faith as pure, and in the same state as it came from the 
wholesale dealer. Upon the question of a standard of purity, 
so long as Somerset House has anything to do with adultera- 
tion, it is hopeless to expect either sense or justice to public 
analysts, grocers or the public. We shall deal more fully 
with the Conference in our next issue, but so far as it has gone 
up to the time of our going to press, we are glad to see that 


the tone of the speeches is what we expected from the grocers 


as a body, at once honourable and patriotic. 
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NOTICE TO ADVERTISERS. 





No advertisement of any Foods, Drugs, or Drinks, 
of the purity of which the Editor and Consulting 
Analyst are not satisfied, will be permitted to appear 
in this Journal; and should the Consulting Analyst 
discover that any advertised substance 1s impure, 
worthless, adulterated, or injurious to public health, 
such advertisement will be excluded from our Columns. 
Quantitative and qualitative analyses of every kind 
undertaken by the Consulting Analyst. 


For terms write 
Consulting Analyst, c/o Editor, 
Foop, Drucs, AND Drink, 
183, Strand, London, W.C. 


FOOD PROSECUTIONS. 


RABBITS. 


Joseph Barnard, cheesemonger, of the Borough, was charged at 
Southwark, on the 7th inst., for having, on September 25th, unlawfully 
“caused to be exposed for sale, at 112, Great Suffolk Street, an article 
of food, viz., a rabbit, the same being unsound and unwholesome, and 
unfit fur the food of man.’”? The defendant deals in rabbits. The whole 
pomt in the case in question was whether the rabbit was too high. 
phi et was discharged, but was admonished to be careful in the 
uture. 


FRUIT. ee 


At Hertford, on the 7th inst., William Sear, of Chesham, was 
charged with exposing for sale, at Watford, on the 2oth ult., 65 lbs. ot 
grapes, which were unsound and unfit for the food of man. Defendant 
pleaded not guilty. On the zoth September, the inspector of 
nuisances went to the Watford Market Place, and there saw Mr. Sear 
selling grapes, which, in the opinion of the inspector, were unfit for 
human food. A great many of the grapes were rotten, and were being 
sold principally to children. The inspector seized them, and after- 
wards took them—first to the medical officer of the Board, Dr. 
A. T. Brett, and then to Mr. F. Sumner Kynvett, J.P.,° who 
condemned them. The inspector then weighed the grapes, 
and they were afterwards destroyed. Dr. A. T. Brett, medical 
officer of health for the district, gave evidence to the effect 
that the grapes rought to him to examine on the afternoon of 
the 2oth ult. were in a very rotten condition. There were a few sound 
ones, but a great number were rotter, and the juice from the rotten 
ones, mixed with the sawdust, was mingled with the sound ones. Hey 
as a medical man, would certainly say that a great many of the grapes 
would be injurious to the health of anyone eating them. Mr. Rawson, 
on behalf of the defendant, contended that under the Act under which 
the summons had been issued no penalty could be imposed unless the 
summons was authorised by a general or special meeting of the Local 
Board. In the present instance the summons was taken out by a 
private individual, who, although he described himself an inspector of 
nuisances, yet produced no legal evidence that he was authorised by 
his Board to take those proceedings. The prosecution must, there- 
fore, fall to the ground. Mr. H. M. Turner, for the prosecution, con- 
tended that the inspector of nuisances was there in his official 
capacity, and that as he took the grapes to the Board’s medical officer 
it was evident that the prosecution was sanctioned by the Board. Mr. 
Turner said that he could not produce a minute, as although it was 
entered in the minute-book the Board’s seal had not been affixed. 
The Board only met periodica'ly, and it would have caused a great 
deal of delay if they had had to wait for the Board to pass a formal 
resolution authorising those proceedings. The Chairman said that as 
no legal evidence had been tendered to the Bench that a general or 
a special resolution of the Local Board had been passed authorising 
their inspector to take those proceedings, the case must fail on the 
technical objection raised by the solicitor for the defendant. The 
Chairman suggested that a general resolution of the Board shculd be 
passed authorising their inspector to take proceedings in all such 
cases. The Chairman said that the Bench had no d ubt that the 
grapes were unfit for food, and that they were exposed for sale, but the 
case must fall through on a technical point. Mr. Rawson said that he 
proposed to call evidence to prove that his client had told his boy to 
put paper over the box of grapes, at the same time saying that he 
should take them home, but the case had not proceeded far enough. It 
had not been proved that the defendant had knowingly sold grapes 
which were injurious to the kealth of those eating them.—The case was 
then dismissed. 
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Crosse & Blackwell’s ; 
PICKLES, SAUCES, MALT VINEGAR, 


JAMS, SOUPS, & POTTED MEATS 


MAY BE OBTAINED FROM ALL GROCERS THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. 


CROSSE" & BLACKWELL, LIMITED, SOHO SQUARE, LONDON. 
THE 


Morris Patent “Circulating” Filter 


AS SUPPLIED TO THE ADMIRALTY. 


Pronounced by the Medical Profession and Experts on Water to be the most scientifically 
perfect Filter ever offered to the Public. 


Patentees THE MORRIS TUBE COMPANY, LITD., 
- 41, HAYMARKET, LONDON, S.W. 


RAWLINGS’ MINERAL WATERS 


AS SUPPLIED TO 


HER MAJHSTY THE QUEEN. | | 
GINGER BEER AS BREWED JHE LAST HUNDRED YEARS, 


IN STONE BOTTLES AND CASKS. 
GOLD MEDALLISY FOR PURITY & EXCELLENCE. 


H. D. RAWLINGS, LIMITED, 


NASSAU STREET, LON DON 
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WHY NOT PROSECUTE THE 
ADULTERATORS ? 


THE following instances of the supineness of public bodies 
in regard to food and milk adulteration.are fair samples of 
what occurs every week. The mild rebukes addressed to 
swindling tradesmen betoken a fellow feeling which makes_ 
these public trustees quite too kind to the adulterators. \ 


“The Chester Corporation,” says the Chester Courant, “are’ 
uow having regular analyses made of the intoxicating liquors supplied 
in the public-houses of the city. During the past fortnight, 
Mr. G. F. Lowe, the city analyst, has received about half a dozen 
samples to be tested, and his eport thereon has already been submitted 
to the Health Committee. The resultscf the analy es are interesting in 
maLy ways, as revealing the low qua ity, though not actual adulteration, 
of some of our retailed drink. ‘The samples of beer and porter were 
fairly good, and in the former there was an absence of artificial bitters, 
‘the whisky was remarkable, as shewing how puolicans in these days 
of small profits and kcen cumpetition are prepared to take full ad- 
vantage of the limit of dilution prescribed by Act of Parliament. One 
of the sam; les, in fact, was reduced to exactly 25 under proof, and was 
a decidedly bad and injurious spirit, It was simply the raw spirit 

_itself, coloured with burnt sugar. The Corporation, in taking steps to 
secure that the drink supplied to the public is pure within the meaning 
of the Act (however the matter may be viewed by teetotal bigots), are 
really adopting a course which 1s thoroughly in line with the latest 
development of the temperance question.’’ 


The Corporation may or may not be “thoroughly in line ”’ 
with temperance people, but they are certainly not ‘‘ thoroughly 
in line’’ with public opinion if they do not at once institute 
prosecutions against. the sellers of the adulterated stuff, 
That is the only way to ‘‘ take steps’ to secure the purity of 
the food supply. .We observe that a similar half-heartedness 
possesses the people of Chester about their water supply 
They ‘‘ have weakly resolved that the grave suspicion which 
overhangs the purity of their water supply should be removed, 
or, if true, that anew and purer supply should be sought.” A 
committee was appointed to take the necessary “steps.’’ 
We shall be interested to see how long the committee will be 
in coming toa conclusion in the matter. 

At the last meeting of the Essex County Council, Mr. T. A. 
Pooley, the public, analyst, presented a report, showing that 
the number of convictions for adulteration bore but a small 
proportion to the total cases of adulteration, and he vigorously 
advocated the strengthening of the hands of the food inspec- 
tors by granting them legal aid. He added, that as small 
fines have not acted as deterrents, it would. be well if the 
justices could be induced to try the effect of severer penalties 
for offences of this nature. Councillor Warner said this milk- 
adulteration question meant thousands a-year out of the 
pockets of the farmers, and ought to be attended to. It was 
resolved that the report be sent round to all the benches of 
magistrates, and their attention be specially called to the 
paragraph in question. 

At the quarterly meeting of the President and Governors of 
Addenbrooke's Hospital, Cambridge, on the 3rd inst., the 
secretary, in answer to a question from the chairman as to 
what the Select: Governors had done with regard to the milk 
supplied to the hospital, stated— 


That, as they knew, the Select Governors, submitted the milk—or 
rather got the Corporation to do it—at different times for analysis. 
On this occasion they found that the analysis did not prove satisfactory 
there being about 10 per cent. of added water, and they called upon 
the contractor for an exp anation, and he gave one. He (Mr. Bonnett) 
was also asked to write to him and warn him that ifin future the milk 
was found to be adulterated they would vacate the contract at once 
without further rotice. 

Mr. Cockerell stated that the Select Governors held a special meet- 
ing, but did not think it was 1 ecessary to vacate the contract. Con- 
sidering this was the first time during a contract extending over several 
years that anything like adulteration had been discovered, they thought 
there were mitigating circumstances. They, however, warned him that 
if anything of the kind occurred again they would vacate the contract 
The Select Governors could at any time put an ead to the contract 
and if it occurred again they would no doubt do so at once, without 
bringing it before the Quarterly Court. 

Dr. Garrett moved a resolution to the effect that the Court approved 
of the action of the Select Governors with respect to the matter. 

Professor Lathom observed that it was by that system of a contractor 
buying m lk from unknown sources that scarlet fever, diphtheria, and 
similar complaints were spread, and the invariable excuse by the con- 
tractor was that it was not from his own cows, but from those on 
another farm. He thought that 1f there was a similar occurrence there 
ought to be avery strong report made to the Governors of the hosp tal 
so that the matter might be made perfectly public, and as an amend« 
ment he proposed that any adulteration of food occurring in the future 
should be reported to the next Quarterly Court. 


This was done, and the contractor was allowed to go scot 
free. 


debris, and containing a little iron. 


SANITARY NOTES. 


Mr. CHARLES E. CASSAL, public analyst for Battersea,, 
reports as follows on an analysis of samples of the water, 
supply taken’ by the sanitary inspector on the 13th June 
(Southwark -Company’s ‘water), and 21st June (Lambeth: 
Company’s water):— ~~ 


~The results of analysis show that the samples consisted of water of 


bad quality. This was specially the case with the Southwark sample ;- 
the data indicative of organic pollution being about twice as high in 
this case as those which are yielded by the Thames-derived waters: 
when in fair condition. The Southwark sample was, like that which 
was examined in February, 1892, a remarkable one. It contained a 
considerable amount of suspended matter consisting of vegetable 
The microscopic examination of 
this sediment showed the presence of numerous living organisms 
‘infusocia.”” In the Lambeth sample the amount of suspended 
matter was much smaller, and fhe water was. on the whole, better ; 
the microscopic results were similar to those obtained with the South- 
wark sample. Both samples, on keeping, developed copious growths 
of river-weed and swarmed with living organisms. I consider that the 
resu'ts, especially in the case of the Southwark sample, indicate in- 


“efficient filtration, and that the waters were inefficiently purified for a 


public supply. 
Dr. Cassal pointedly adds — 


It will be seen that this Report indicates the existence of a condi-. 
tion of things, at any rate at certain times, such as is not recorded. 
in the Metropolis Water Examiner's Reports, nor in those of the 
analysts to tne companies, nor in that of the analyst to the Local 
Government Board. 





A LITTLE instruction in hygiene is desirable among the in- 
habitants of the district covered by the Lincoln rural sanitary 
authority, if we may judge from the quarterly report of Dr. 
Harrison, M.O.H. The condition of.the water supply in parts 
of the same district ought to engage the immediate attention 
of the Board. Dr. Harrison says :— 


There is difficulty in getting people to understand the necessity 
for i-olatiug cases of scarlet fever. In Bracebridge I lately found a 
man peeling after scarlet fever sitting in a room with his wife and six 
children, five of whom had not had scarlet fever. Since then all the 
five children have had the fever. Also-in Bracebridge two children 
slept in a room with a young man peeling after fever. At Saxilby a 
young woman came hoe from Gainsborough, and was next day noti- 
fied as suffering from scarlet fever. On my visit she was peeling, and 
pl-ying in the house with two children who had not had the fever. I 
al o send certifica'es for disinfecting, cleansing and whitewashing a: 
house in Fairfax Street, Bracebridge, and also a certificate that the ' 
house in its presest state is unfit for human habitation; also a certifi- . 
cate for overcrowded-hous- in-Metheringham, occupied by a woman, - 
her daught-r, aged 25 years, and her illegitimate child—sonaged 16— 
daughter 15, and soa 14 yezrs, with only one sleeping-room. I have 
examined the well waters from North Hykeham, Apley, and Mether-* 


-ingham Fen, all of which are unfit for domestic purposes, and from 


Nocton Heath, which is not contaminated. 


The Hykeham well is 
within two yards of the privy vault. : 





THE village of Middleton, near Leeds, is suffering from an,” 
outbreak of typhoid fever, which originated, without a doubt, 
from its bad system of drainage. Indeed. the village is prac- 
tically without any system of drainage. The waste water from 
the houses is allowed to proceed on to the land. It then finds - 
its way into a stream, which runs along the field. This-stream - 
empties itself into the Balm Beck, which joins the River Aire 
at Thwaitegate. The stream was very impure, and traces of 
sewage could be discovered. 





TYPHOID FEVER has been caused at Dulverton by impure ~ 
water, and the rural sanitary authority ordered the well from 
which the water was obtained to be closed. 

SP —ESNOHVORSSSS ' 

WE are pleased to see that West Suffolk has appointed Mr. | 
James Napier to be public analyst, which we regard as mean- 
ing that the West Suffolk authorities do not intend to allow 
the Adulteration Acts to be in the future as they have been in 
the past—adead-letter. In all 1890 only one sample, and that 
of beer, was taken in West Suffolk. The benefit to English 
agricultural prosperity that would result from a vigorous en- 
forcement of the Food and Drugs Acis, the Margarine and 
the Merchandise Marks Acts, has been so repeatedly and 
strongly urged in our columns that we almost fear to weary | 
our readers by insistence on these questions ; but the import- ~ 
ance of the subject is our excuse for repeated emphasis on the 
need for active: measures being taken. It is not safe nor is it 
patriotic to depend for our food supply on foreign countries. 
It is not honest to allow the public to be defrauded by the sale 
of margarine as.butter and foreign meat as English, and we 
trust to see the West Suffolk authorities zealously carry out 
the Acts, and, by causing samples to be taken generally. 
throughout the county at once, discourage fraud and assist 
home industries. ._ ; F 
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eer NOTICE. 
THE Editor begs to thank the many Public Analysts, 


spectors under the Food and Drugs Acts, who have sent 
reports, notes of cases, and written approving of the objects 
of FooD, DRUGS AND DRINK, and will be glad if Public 
Analysts and Medical Officers of Health generally will oblige 


by sending regularly their reports, and such cases of import- 
ance as occur in their districts. 





POINTS FOR THE BOARD OF 
AGRICULTURE. 





_ WE are glad to see that at last some practical steps are 
being taken by the Board of Agriculture, the secretary of 
which has issued the following circular to clerks of County 
Councils :— 


Iam directed by the Board of Agriculture to inform you that they 
are of opinion that it is very desirable that further and increased facili- 
ties should now be provided for the benefit of teach rs of bu'ter and 
_ cheese making classes, who may desire to extend their knowledge of 
the chemical ani other scientific principles on which sound dairy 
: practice is based. The Board are of opinion that such fac lities can 
_ best be provided through the agency of central institutions, such as 
University colleges, where there are well-equipped chemical and other 
laboratories, an) where the normal scientific teaching has been deve- 
loped and special sed by the formation of a co lege agricultural depart- 
ment. The Board have consequently made arrangements with the 
University College of North Wales, Bangor (the first « f the University 
colleges which has f rmed an agricultural department), for the h !ding, 
as an experiment, of a gratuitous course ¢f instruction for teachers of 
the character above suggested. If the «ourse that is proposed to be 
held should prove successful, it night from time to time be fol owed 
by similar courses at othr collegiate cen res throughout she kingdom.” 
A memorandum enclosed states that the class will be held in or about 
February next, and will embrace a three weeks’ course of instruction, 
which will consist of a series of lectures on (a) cair,ing and the 
management of a dairy farm; (4) chemistry as applied to dairying, wih 
_ practical demonstr tion; (c) botany as applied to dairying; (d; bacte io- 
logy as applied to dairying, together with daily practical instruction in 
the manu acture of soft and fancy cheeses. Any person who h s duriug 
the current year been engaged in teaching butter or cheese making, 
either for a eounty council or for a society or other local body, will be 
eligible to attend‘ but, in ord-r that the instruction given may be of 
the greatest value to each ind vidual, the number of those perm tted to 
attend th- course will be lim‘ted. No fees for tuition will be demanded, 
but those atte ding the class wil be required to p y for their board and 
lodgin, unless the cost of these is defrayed by the ccunty co ‘ncil or 
society or «ther local body in whose employ they may be. It is esti- 
mated that in the month of February the cost of board and lodging at 
Bang r need not exeeed £1 per week. The registered lodging houses 
for college students at B ngor will be available for the members of the 
diiry teachers’ class. Applications for permis ion to attend the course 
should be sent either direct to the Board, or, in the case of teachers 
now in the service of a county council or society, trrough the council 
ors? iety, as the case mav be. All applications must be sent in not 
later than November 1 next, and should be addressed to the Secretary, 
Board of Agriculture, 4, Whitehall Place, London, S.W. 


If the Board of Agriculture would, in addition to this 
useful work, give encouragement to the establishment of 
creameries ; to the introduction of a measure making it 

compulsory that margarine should be sold in its natural coiour ; 
and to a bill prohibiting the use of antiseptics in food, they 
would not only benefit agriculture, but would save the public 
from fraud and from serious injury to health. \We commend to 
the attention of our readers, and to all interested in agriculture 
and public health, the article in our issue of the 15th and in our 
next issue on ‘‘ Preservatives in Food.’”’ Wecommend it also 
to the special attention of those scientific gentlemen whose skill 
in all prosecutions for adulteration is, for a consideration, at the 
service of the defendant, whatever be the form that adultera- 

tion takes, and however injurious it may be to the health of 
the public, or the prosperity of the country. That there is oppor- 
tunity enough for the Board of Agriculture to do really useful 
work, the reports of the County Council of Derbyshire and of the 
medical officer of health for the city of Lincoln, referred to in 
our last issue, abundantly prove. Well-nigh every agricul- 
tural county in England is similarly assisting in extirpating 
English agriculture. Dr. Harrison’s finding of a sulstance 

_ sold as nitrate of soda to be only a common washing soda was 
purely accidental, and consequent on the action ofa private 
purchaser of spurious nitrates. Spurious linseed cake, artificial 
manures, bone meal, etc., are sold in enormous quantitles, 
and, strange to relate, in well-nigh every case that is brought 
to light the vendors are shielded by the swindled purchasers. 


or 


Medical Officers of Health, Sanitary Inspectors, and In- © 





OUR LOOKING GLASS. 


THE CLARION (Manchester ). 
IN the current issue of Food, Drugs and Drink we find it 


stated that seven-tenths of the substances sold as condensed . 


milk are not condensed milk, but mere concoctions of 
skimmed milk, thickened with sugar, possessing no feeding 
properties worth mentioning. 
asserts that infants fed on such trash are literally starved to 
death. Itis the mission of our contemporary to expose frauds 
and adulterations, and it observes that to permit the sale of 
these fraudulent substances as it is at present carried on is to 
connive at child murder. 





THE SPORTING MIRROR. 


‘‘ BARNACLES,’’ writing in the issue of the 3rd inst., re- 
marks : ‘‘ For, according to the editor of a terrible little paper 
known as fuod, Drugs and Drink, what does not make 
beer is hops. In fact, if the statements published are true, 
there is about the same quantity of hops in beer as there was 
of butter on the bread of the boy whose careful mother took 
the precaution of bottling the ‘fine Dorset’’ first, and then 
rubbing the bottle on the bread—only with this difference, 
that the beer does not even see the colour of the hops. A 
terrible little paper I call our contemporary, food, Drugs and 
Drink. Iwill emphasise that by calling it a horrible little 
paper, a maddeniny little paper, a blood-curdling little paper, 
a make-your-hair-stand-on-end little paper. . The Pickwickian 
Fat Boy’s efforts to mate yer flesh creep were babyish com- 
pared to those of this (vod, Drugs and Drink. Before read- 
ing it you may have entertained asort of respect for the 
average manufacturer of goods, but after perusing one copy 
you will be satisfied with nothing but his ‘‘bleed,’? and a 


copious draught of that. 


wee 


THE MEDICAL JOURNALS AND 
“INFAMOUS CONDUCT.’’ 





And the same journal further - 


WeEsee that the Zazcet and the British Medical Fournal . 
are taking cognisance of the objectionable actions of some * 


medical men who lend themselves to the®@$chemes of various 
Medical Aid Associations. The protests of the Zazcet¢ and 
the British Medical Fournal are timely and necessary, but 
there are others whose conduct is ‘‘ infamous in a professional 
sense,’’ and who have not the excuse of a precarious income 
and a hard struggle to make both ends meet, which is too 
often the cause that drives the ‘‘sweated’’ medical prac- 
titioner into the clutches of Medical Aid Associations. These, 
however, never receive censure from the Zazcet and the 
British Medical Fournal. They are men of eminence in 
their profession, and possessed of ample means, as they may 
well be seeing the methods, ‘‘infamous in a professional 
sense,’’ by which they enrich themselves. We refer to the 
‘ yvenal gang’’ who fora consideration will write testimonials 
for anybody's soap, cocoa, mustard—in fact, for any substance, 
be it adulterated or not -and whose evidence is always at the 
disposal of trade associations to defend dishonesty and fraud 
of every description. If this gang of much be-titled professional 
men be not known to the Zazcet and the Bretish Medical 
Yournal, those journals are much more blind and obtuse than 
they ought to be. 

We think it high time some steps were taken by the General 
Medical Council in regard to these shielders of commercial 
fraud. They are well known, their venality is notorious; well 
nigh every rubbishy, much-advertised article has their names 
as sponsors for a purity and quality the article does not 
possess; and if their conduct, ‘‘infamous in a professional 
sense,’ be not brought before the General Medical Council, it 
can only be because they are as wealthy and powerful as 
they are unscrupulous. What is sauce for the struggling 
practitioner ought to be equally sauce for the wealthy 
advocates of commercial fraud. Little offenders have. been 
made examples of. In fairness, we ought to see the ‘“‘big’”’ 
ones brought under the harrow. Times over, when con- 
scientious public analysts strive to do their duty and put down 
fraud in the manufacture of food-stuffs, they are met in court 


| by these heavily feed professional defenders of imposture, who 


use their titles and positions to save their swindling employers 
from punishment. Their persistence in wrong-doing has 
grown to be a great public scandal. It behoves the General 
Medical Council to look to it, as its existence is not only 
against the public interest, but is disgraceful to the medical 
profession. 
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ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 


COFFEE. « - 


At Brownhills (Warwick) Petty Sessions on the 12th inst., Sylvanu 
Noon, grocer, High Street, was fined 20;. and costs for selling coffee 
adulterated with 16 per cent. of chicory. 

William Woodhouse, grocer, was fined 20s, and costs, and James 
Doody, grocer, Walsall Wocd, 30s. and costs, for similar offences, the 
proportion of chicory in these cases being 58 and 62 per cent. re- 
spectively. 

MILK. 


At Hanley, on the 3rd inst., Hannah Hemmings, milk-seller 
Edmund Street, Hanley, was summoned for selling milk, from which a 
portion of the cream had been extracted without disclosing the fact to 
the purchaser. Mr. A. Challinor, town clerk, prosecuted. Robert 
Johnson, an inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, stated that he 
went to the defendant’s shop and asked for a pint of new milk, for 
which he paid three halfpence. The defendant supplied him. The 
milk was afterwards analysed. The borough analyst (Mr. J. Baynes), 
certified that 15 per cent of the fat had been abstracted from the milk. 
Defendant said she sold the milk exactly as she received it from the 
person from whom it was purchased. She bought it as new milk. 
Fined 20s. and 13s. costs. The stipendiary told the defendant she 
might bring an action against the person from whom she brought the 
milk to recover the amount of the fine and damages. 

At Glasgow on the toth inst., before Sheriff Birnie, Arthur Muirhead, 
Mosspark Farm, near Paisley, pleaded guilty to two charges of having 
supplied dealers in Mary-hill (one in Main Street and another in Gair- 
braid Street) with milk which had been diluted with water. His agent 
explained that Muirhead had been dealing with milk dealers in Glas- 
gow for 10 years, and there had been no complaint previously. Mr. 
John Lindsay, who prosecuted, said this was about the worst case 
which had come under the notice of the sanitary authorities. The 
warm milk supplied to one dealer was found on analysis to have con- 
tsined 24 per cent. of added water, and in the other case, where 
skim milk was supplied, the percentage was 44 of added water, with 
salt to conceal the dilution. ‘he Sheriff imposed a fine of £5 for each 
offence, with expenses, adding that tnis would teach the accused that 
such practices could not be carried out in Glasgow with impunity. 

At Liverpool on the 12th inst. Mary E. Howard, milk dealer, 67, 
Hawkstone Street, was fined 20s. and costs for selling milk to which 
water had been added. 

The following fines were also inflicted upon other milk dealers for 
similar offences :—James Whitfield, 16, Vine Street, 20s and costs ; 
Tbomas Brereton, 90, Canterbury Street, 20s. and costs; James 
Swivbank, 64. Albion Street, £3 and costs; and Bryan Mudd, 1, 
Shakespeare Street, £3 and costs. The analyst’s certificates in the 
cases of Swinbank and Mudd showed that thirty-three parts of water 
had been added to every hundred parts of the poorest milk. 

At Dublin Police court, on the 14th inst., James Jackson, 66, 
North King Street, was summoned by Corporation Inspector Myers 
for selling milk adulterated with 10 per cent. of water on the 5th Sep- 
tember. Mr. O’Donel: Sir Charles Cameron told me himself that it 
would not be safe to fine any person for adulteration under Io per cent 
There is that difference between poor and good milk. I will fine the 
defendant only ros. in this case. 

William M‘Cabe, 19, Marlborough Street, was summoned by Cor- 
poration Inspector Sheerin for selling milk adulterated with 10 per 
cent of water. Fined tos. 

Stephen Hanlon, 22, Lower Dorset Street, was summoned by Cor- 
poration Inspector Sheerin for selling milk adulterated with 30 per 
cent. of water. Fined £4. 

Jobn Smith, 64, Benburb Street, was summoned by Corporation 
Inspector Sheerin for selling buttermilk adulterated with 20 per cent. 
of water, exclusive of the 25 percent. allowed for churning. Fined £2. 

Elizabeth Nolan, 32, Charlotte Street, was charged by Patrick 
Sheerin, Corporation Inspector, with selling buttermilk adulterated 
with 20 per cent. of water, in addition to the 25 per cent. allowed for 
churning. Fined 30s. 

At Cromer Petty Sessions, on the 13th inst., Charles Green, of East 
Runton, da‘ryman, was charged with selling milk adulterated with 20 
per cent. of added water, at Cromer. Supt. Woolnough deposed to 
purchasing milk of the de’endant for the purpose of analysis. He 
took it the following day to Mr. Sutton, of Norwich, and received 
from him, 01 the 17th Sep‘ember, his certificate of analysis, which 
showed that the sample contained not less than 20 per cent. of added 
water. Green said he bought the milk, which he sold, and could not 
say what might have been done toi: b fore he received it. The Bench 
fined him 30s. and 9s. 6d. costs —James Steward, of Sheringham, was 
charged with a similar offence, and was fined 6s. 6d. and 8s, 6d. 
costs. 


BUTTER. 


At Liverpool, 01 the 12th inst., Hugh O’Neil, 117, Fountains Road, 
was summoned under the Food and Drugs Act or selling as butter a 
substitute containing upwards of 80 per cent. of foreign fat. A’ fine 
was imposed of 20s, and costs. 


MARGARINE. 


At the Bristol Police Court on the 12th inst , Hugh Gibbs, wholesale 
grocr and provision dealer, 77 and 78, Redc'iff Street, was summoned, 
on the information of Inspector Thomson, for hiving on the 16th of 
September sold for butter a pound of margarine. He was further 
summoned for exposing for sale an unlabelled parcel of margarine. 
And Henry Smith, his manager, was summoned by Gibbs for in- 
fringing the provisions of the Margarine Act, and not carrying out his 





instructions. Mr. E. J. Taylor (from the office of the Town Clerk) 
appeared for the prosecution, and Mr. J. H. Cliftoa (Clifton, Carter, 
and Co.) defended. Inspector Thomson gave evidence as to visiting 
the defendant’s shop and obtaining the butt:r. When he asked for _ 
the first pound of outter the assistant who was; serving him took up a 
pat from the side and offered that, but witness, printing, said, ‘‘ Not — 
that, but a pound of that butter from the centre of the board.’’ As 
witvess was writing something in his note book, the defendant Smith 
came up, and looking over his shoulder, saw the name ‘‘ Gibbs ” written 
down, Thereupon Smith exclaimed, ‘‘ That is not right; the business 
is as much mine as his.”” P.C. Bellringer, who accompanied the ~ 
inspector to the shop, having corroborated, Mr. Clifton addressed the ° 
court for the defence, and objected to the analyst's report on the 
ground that the component parts of the purchased substances were not 
set forth, and contended that the prosecution must fail because the — 
put of the butter kept by the inspector had not been produced in 
court, as prescribed by the Act. The defendant Smith stated that he 
was manayer to Mr. Gibbs, and had been in his employ for seven 
years. On the day in question Gibbs did not visit the shop on account 
of illness. The pound of butter that the boy he a wished to give 
the inspector was pure butter, but the officer declined that, and point- 
ing to the next pile, which was margarine, said ‘‘No; a pound of 
that.’”’ The reason the margarine label was not exposed at that 
moment was that they were busy bringing up pats of margarine from © 
below, but when the substance was properly stacked the labels would 
have been properly put up. There were particular instructions from 
Mr. Gibbs that the labels should be properly exposed. When he pro- 
tested against the officer writing down the name ‘‘ Gibbs”’ he felt that 
he himself was responsible, and that Mr, Gibbs knew roth'ng about it. 
The defendant Gibbs als» gave evidence, and said he had been most 
careful to give instru-tions to have the margarine on sale properly 
labelled. The shilling margarine, he should think, contained about 70 
per cent. of butter. ‘the Chairman said that they were of opinion that 
the case wai fully proved as to the exposure, and the bench imposed a 
fine on Gibbs of £20 and costs (the maximum penalty). All the other 
summonses were dismissed. 

At Epsom, on the 6th inst., Maria Pelling, grocer, East Street, was 
fined tos. for exposing margarine for sale which was not labelled. 
Defendant pleaded ignorance of the Act. 


MUSTARD. 


At Campden Petty Sessions, Worcestershire, on the 4th inst., 
Thomas Harris, Co-operative Stores, Welford, was charged with sell- 
ing mustard containing ten per cent. of wheat starch, on September 
6th. Defendant admitted the offence. P.S. Bunker proved caliing at 
defendant’s shop and buying the mustard, and also produced the 
analysis. Defendant said he usually had papers bearing the words 
‘‘Sold as a mixture,” but he had run out of them, and used a plain 
paper. He did not tell the sergeant it was a mixture. Fined 20s. and 
costs gs. 6d. 


OLIVE OIL. 


At Epsom, on the 6th inst , Maria Pelling, grocer, East Street, 
Epsom, was summoned for selling adulterated olive oil. The pro- 
ceedings were taken by Mr. Houghron, the Inspector under the Food 
and Diugs Act, fr the Surrey County Council, by whom evidence was 
produced, showing that on the 8th September, defendant sold a youth 
named Doggett, employed as assistant inspector, a flask of oil, in 
answer to his inquiry for olive oil, which, on being analysed was found 
to be nearly all cotton seed oil. Mr. Dennis, for the defence, stated 
that defendant had been in business for npwards of 20 years. He 
called Charles Pinch, an assistant, who said that he had been with 
defendant for nine years, and during that time they had never had a 
drop of olive oil in the shop, and never sold any that purported to be 
such. Defendant was fined the mitigated penalty of Ios., it being her 
first offence. 


GIN. 


At Brownhills (Warwick) Petty Sessions on the 12th inst., Thomas 
Arblaster, landlord of the Anchor Inn, was fined 20s, and costs for 
selling gin 174 per sent. below the required standard, it being adul- 
t rat<d with water. 


WHISKY. 


At Hastings, on the 13th instant, Henry Charles was sum- 
moned for selling a pint of whisky adulterated with water to the 
extent of 31 degree. under proof, the same not being of the substance 
and quality demanded. The town clerk (Mr. B. F. Meadows) prose- 
cuted. William Charles Inskipp, inspector of nuisances, stated that 
on September 15th he went with his assistant to the Tiger Inn, Stone- 
field Road. His assistant went inside, and shortly afterwards called 
witness in and showed him what he said was a pint of whisky. 
Defendant was not in the bar, but a female was serving. He told her 
that the whisky was for witness, and asked what the price was and 
paid 2s. 8d. He also said he should have it analysed, and divided the 
liquid into three portions, sealing each bottle. One he left with the 
person in the bar, one he now produced, and one he submitted to the 
public analyst, who had certified that the whisky was 31 degrees 
under proof, The clerk: Was there any notice in the bar avout selling 
under proof? Witness: I never saw any. Defendant pleaded that 
the whisky was allright as far as he knew, and said that the spirit had 
evaporated on accountof the slowsale. Mr. Winter: Howdo youaccount 
fir the water getting in ? The Clerk said defendant’s plea would not 
afford him defence, as he was responsible for keeping the whisky up 
to its proper strength. Defendant said he had siuce left the house. 
Fined 5s. and costs 13s. The money was paid. 

At Hull, on the 11th inst., James Evison, tenant of the Springhead 
Hotel, Kirkella, was charged under the Food and Drugs Acts with 
selling whisky adulterated with water. Inspector Clark said that on 
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the 19th September, in accordance with instructions received from 
‘Superintendent Harvey, he visited the defendant’s hotel, and asked 
to be supplied with 1s. worth of whisky, a part of which he submitted 
to the Public Analyst, Mr. Baynes, who said it was adulterated with 
6°22 per cent. of added water. Defendant admitted a previous offence, 
and was now fined £1 and costs. 

Herbert Fletcher, tenant of the Duke of York Inn, Cottingham, 
_ was summoned for selling Scotch whisky adulterated with water. 
_ Inspector Clark proved the case, the amount of the adulteration being 
- 28°98 per cent. Defendant now said he had made a mistake in selling 
_ the officer the whisky out of the wrong bottle. As there was no pre- 

vious conviction in this case, a fine of 10s, and costs was imposed, 


DRUGS, 


At Spalding, on the 4th inst., Richard Crosby, grocer and draper, 
_ Fleet, was charged with selling four ounces of tincture of rhubarb 
which was not of the quality demanded by the purchaser, at Fleet, on 
the 25th August last. Defendant admitted the charge. Superintendent 
Cake gave evidence to the effect that he visited the shop of Mr. 
rosby and asked to be supplied with four ounces of tincture of 
rhubarb. Upon receiving it he told the defendant that he proposed 
to have it analysed, and it was divided into parts. The report of the 
public analyst (Mr. C. H. Southwell, F.R.M.S., Ph. C.), was put in, 
and this showed that the sample forwarded to him was not of the 
nature, substance and quality of tincture of rhubarb, it being a com- 
pound instead of the genuine article. Mr. Crosby was questioned as to 
_ where he obtained the article, and he replied that it was purchased 
-from Mr. Robert Donington, chemist, Spalding. In the course of 
further conversation, however, it transpired that there had recently 
been some little alteration in the law, in consequence of which Mr. 
Donington asked the defendant to send back the supply he had then, in 
7 order that he might be furnished with a fresh lot. This he did, but, 
through some mistake, the tincture of rhubarb received was returned 
again. A fine of 5s. and costs was imposed. 

H. V. Fletcher, grocer, Gedney, was then charged with a like 
offence. The evidence was similar to that in this case, and the analysis 
showed it to be a like article to that supplied by Mr. Crosby. Mr. 

_ Fletcher said he obtained his tincture of rhubarb from Messrs. Shadford 
| ‘and Co., chemists, of Spalding. He was asked to return his old 
supply, but did not do so, and continued selling from the bottle.—In 
reply to the Bench, Superintendent Jarvis said he had obtained samples 
- from the chemists for analysis, and they had always been found to be 
Rev. J. T. Dove remarked that it appeared as though some- 
In this case the Bench decided to impose 


correct. 
thing happened by the way. 
a fine of ros. and the costs. 
| At the Perth Sheriff’s Court, on the 7th inst., Isabella Duff, shop- 
_ keeper, King Street, was charged, at the instance of Mr. John Welsh, 
_ superintendent of police, with a contravention of the Food and Drugs 
_ Act, by having, on 16th July, in her shop at 224, South Street, sold to 
 Taspector Buist half a pound weight of cream of tartar, a drug which 
came uader the Food and Drugs Act, and which drug was not of the 
substance demanded, but contained about § per cent. of sulphate of 
lime. She pleaded not guilty. and was defended by Mr. T. Chalmers, 
solicit r, of Messrs. Skeete and Chalmers. Insoector Buist, of the 
City police, said that, along with Sergeant L. M’Laren, on the date 
mentioned, he visited a number of stops, amongst them being Duff's. 
In her shop he purchased half a pound of cream of tartar, and then in- 
timated that he intended to submit it to analysis. He divided it into 
three separate parts, gave one to Miss Duff and another to Dr. Tatlock, 
Glasgow, the public analyst for Perth, and retained the other 
part. He paid 8d. for the half pound. Dr. Tatlock, public analyst 
for Glasgow and Perth, said that on 19th July he received art:cles from 
Perth for anilysis. amongst them being a number of samples of 
cream of tartar. The sample marked 380, and which was of the same 
part as that produced in Court, weighed about 2+ ounces. In it 
he found about 5 per cent. of sulphate of lime. It would not be 
correct to say that cream of tartar could not be manufactured without 
lime. He had found the other samples from Perth free from lime. 
 Cross-examined, Dr. Ta‘lock said there was usually tartrate of lime in 
cream of tartar—from 4 to 9 per cent. Tartrate of lime could not 
come out as sulphate of lime unless by a special process of manufacture, 
He would not make any allowance for sulpbate of lime under any 
circumstances. He had found alum in cream of tartar, but was quite 
satisfied the substance he found in the present sample was sulphate of 
lime. Found in any quantity in cream of tartar, sulphate of lime was 
an objectionable ingredient. For the defence, Miss Duff was put into 
the witness-box, and deposed that she purchased the cream of tartar 
from Mr, William King, grocer, High Street. She bought it as 
genuine, and sold it as she bought it. Mr. King stated that he 
purchased the cream of tartar from Messrs. Bathgate and Burns, 
Edinburgh—a well-known and highly respectable firm. The manu- 
facturers were Middleton, Kirkpatrick, and Barr, London, Liverpool, 
Manchester and Glasgow, and the brand was known in the market as 
the “ Bull’s Head.” He purchased it as the genuine article and paid 
full price, selling it as he bought it. In cross-examination, he said he 
did not get a warranty with it, but bought it as pure. Mr. Welsh said 
Middleton, Kirkpatrick, and Barr were not the manufacturers, but only 
the agents. Mr.G. D. Macdougald, public analyst for Dundee, Perthshire, 
and other places, deposed that he got a sample of cream of tartar on 
16th September from Perth. He analysed it, and found 4-9 per cent. 
of sulphate of lime and 92°5 per cent. of pure cream of tartar. That 
satisfied the requirements of the British Pharmacopceia. He did not 
think the quantity of sulphate of lime was injurious to health, and had 
found cream of tartar very much worse and also very much better. The 
5 per cent. could be produced through the mode of manufacture. He 
Should not consider this a particularly good sample of cream of tartar. 
Cross-examined, he said the presence of sulphate of lime would make 





it more profitable to the retailer, and Mr. Welsh pointed out that on 
every cwt. that was sold containing 5 per cent. of sulphate of lime 
there would be £4 or £5 more profit than selling it pure. Mr. J. A. 
S. Ford, F.C.S., F.R.S.E., Edinburgh, said the present sample met the 
requirements of the British Pharmacopewia, and he dd not 
consider the presence of sulphate of lime injurious to_ health. 
After the case had been debated by the agents, Mr. Chalmers 
holding that the quantity of sulphate of lime was not injurious 
to health, and that it might have been introduced in the course 
of manufacture, the Sheriff said he had got to consider whether the 
presence of this amount of sulphate of lime in cream of tartar made 
that article improperly adulterated under the Act. The presence of 
such a quantity of sulphate of lime did not necessarily make that 
article injurious to health in the uses cream of tartar was generally put 
to. Some allowance must be made to the manufacturers; and he did 
not think he would be right in holding that the mode of manufacture 
which had produced sulphate of lime was such as to make the article 
altogether impure. He found the charge not proved. Mr. King was 
to have been tried on a similar charge; but it was held that the 
previous decision also ruled his case. 


ee / HOS 
DISGRACEFUL DEVONPORT. 





DEVONPORT, which isa town of 64,000 inhabitants, must be 
singularly well supplied with unadulterated food. At the meet- 
ing of the Town Council, on the 13th inst., the public analyst 
was down on the agenda for a quarterly report, but there was 
none, and this gave rise to a suggestion from Mr. Stephens 
that the committee under whom the analyst came should con- 
sider the desirability of having an analysis quarterly of the 
water supplied to the town. Mr. May said the suggestion was 
a valuable one. Mr. Whitby suggested that if the water was 
to be tested it should be analysed as it was in the houses. The 
Chairman dld not think that would do. It might be that the 
water would become impure through the carelessness of the 
people themselves. Mr. Stephens’ suggestion was referred to 
the committee. It might be accompanied by a recommenda- 
tion that the public analyst should be supplied with samples of 
food and drugs from the different stores in the town, for analysis. 
Devonport is one of those large boroughs gibbeted by the 
President of the Local Government Board in last year’s report, 
for neglecting to put in force the Food and Drugs Adulteration 
Acts, and of whose Town Council he says: ‘‘ They are con- 
tent to neglect the powers with which the Legislature has 
entrusted them, for the protection, not only of the consumers, 
but of the honest tradesmen who deal only in unadulterated 
articles, and who are now exposed to risk of being undersold 
by less scrupulous competitors, upon whom the enforcement of 
the Acts would operate as a useful check.’’ The only inference 
to be drawn from the supineness of the Devonport Town Council 
is that they are themselves to be classed among the “less 
scrupulous competitors ’’ against whose interests the exposure 


of fraud would militate. 
meeOEKS 


THE WEST’S AWAKE!—TRURO AND 
THE FOOD AND DRUGS ACTS. 





Ar last week’s meeting of the Truro Town Council, the 
Contagious Diseases (Animals) Committee reported that 
having considered the Food and Drugs Acts 1875 and 1879, 
and finding that Dr. Bernard Dyer had been appointed analyst 
under such Acts, they recommended that they be empowered 
to put the Acts in force in case necessity should arise. Mr. 
Hearn stated that though his committee had been reflected on 
for not having brought the report forward before, it was due to 
the fact that they had required certain detailed particulars 
from the analyst as to the milk samples submitted to him. He 
believed he could now state that the city was well supplied 
with pure milk, for of the four samples taken three were 
described as genuine, one of these being ‘ exceedingly rich, 
and the fourth ‘‘ of rather poor quality, but possibly genuine.’’ 
As to the adoption of the Food and Drugs Acts, they would 
confer great powers upon them and give them power to deal 
with all human foods and drinks, and he thought they should 
avail themselves of the facilities of the Acts. Mr. Trevail 
thought the Acts were somewhat of a dead letter in the 
glad Truro was likely to see to the proper 


country, and he was 
BaaaalApiiiod of them. Alderman Heard paid a tribute to 


the energy and zeal of the Chairman of the Committee, and the 
report was adopted. 
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DR. BELL'S MILK ANALYSIS. 





WE take the following paragraph from the Dazly Telegraph : 


‘¢ All milk supplied to London households is legally ex- 
pected to fulfil certain conditions, which were determined 
after an exhaustive examination into the composition of milk 
made by the authorities of Somerset House ten years ago. In 
order to ascertain whether any changes have since taken 
place affecting the value of the standard, a fresh investigation 
into the milk now generally produced from the cow, or other- 
wise, has been undertaken, and jnst now an analysis is in 
progress at the principal laboratory under the direction of 
Dr. Janves Bell, F.R.S. It will occupy a considerable time, 
and its results may affect. the operation of the adulteration 
laws.”’ 


It invites a few comments. 

It is obvious that this paragraph is inspired by Dr. Bell of 
Somerset House, or by one of the other officials, for an out- 
sider could not possibly know of any investigation now going 
on in the Inland Revenue laboratory. The paragraph is, 
characteristic of Somerset House, or rather, of the Chemica 
Department : 27 drzstles with tnaccuracics. All milk sold in 
London and elsewhere in this country is expected to fulfil one 
condition, namely, that it be genuine and unadulterated. No 
one has a right to lay down any other conditions. Somerset 
House has certainly no shadow of right to ‘“‘ determine’? any 
conditions. Whether, as the writer of the paragraph says, 
with delicious ingenuousness, az analysis 1s now in progress 
under the direction of Dr. Bell or not, this cannot in the least 
affect the working of the adulteration laws. Whatever 
standard may be accepted by public analysts, milk must be 
pure, and even if Dr. Bell made ever so exhaustive a series of 
analyses, no figure which he may fix upon would or could 
prevent the prosecution of any vendor of milk if the addition 
of water can be proved, no matter what the composition of 
the milk may be. 

. But it is interesting to know that Dr. Bell is making a fresh 
series of.analyses. len years ago he published in his little 
work on the Analysis and Adulterations of Foods a number of 
analytical figures on milk, which were so egregiously 
wrong that we feel relieved to think that these miserable 
analyses will now find their way into the waste-paper 
basket, into which they ought to have oeen placed years ago. 
Bor that can be the only reading of the paragraph in the 
Lelegraph. Surely even Dr. Bell is not so foolish as to think 
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that in ten short years the composition of pure milk has altered 
to any extent. Ifthe figures were right in 1883, they ought to 
be right now, allowing for the progress the science of milk 
analysis has meanwhile made; but at lasf Dr. Bell has seen, 
doubtless, what public analysts saw immediately after the 
publication of the little book referred to, that the assistants 
into whose hands the samples had been placed for analysis 
had had a little game with their principal. Their trick 
would have been laughable had it not been most sad to 
see a worthy and doubtless well-meaning man so grossly 
deceived by those upon whom he had placed his trust. 
If any fact about the analysis of milk is well recognised 
by chemists who are conversant with the subject, it is surely 
that there is a definite relation between the composition 
of every milk and its specific gravity. Cream makes milk 
light, the other constituents have a contrary tendency. If the 
specific gravity of any milk be known and at the same time the 
amount of total solids, the percentage of fat and solids not fat 
can be mathematically calculated with a great amount of accu- 
racy, certainly within two-tenths of a percent. In Dr. Bell’s 
published analyses there is hardly a shadow of any such mathe- 
matical relation. The actual figures of his analyses differ in 
almost every case, not byone or two tenths ofa per cent. fromthe 
calculated ones, but often to the tune of one or two per cent. 
In fact, the analyses published on pages 20 to 26 of Dr. 
Bell’s book bear the strongest internal evidence that ‘‘ someone 
has blundered.’? Yet upon the basis of such analyses-~ 
analyses which could not have been more incompetently made in 
the meanest pharmacy shop of a country village—Dr. Bell 
ventured for years to contradict public analysts, and to issue 
certificates, generally, as we have previously pointed out, upon 
the examination of fermented and otherwise decomposed 
samples, at variance with certificates conscientiously and 
correctly issued by the official public analysts. These 
erroneous analyses of Dr. Bell have done an infinity of mis- 
chief; have cost the country, in their indirect influence upon 
the milk-trade, thousands of pounds; and haye helped Dr. 
Bell to be elected a Fellow of the Royal Society. 

Let us hope that the new series of analyses will be made 
with greater care. We would like to have assurances 
on the following points. We have so often appealed to 
Dr. Bell for a reply to our indictments of Somerset House 
without receiving an answer, that we do not expect to be 
satisfied in the present instance, but, in view of the national im- 
portance of the subject, we shall endeavour to get the assur- 
ances we now ask for, if necessary, by questions in Parliament. 

Under whose supervision are the samples to be collected ? 
Probably Excise officers will be utilised to obtain the samples. 
What do they know of dairying, of the condition of the cows 
which they may see milked or of the appropriateness of the food 
of the animals? Can they be sure that the cows they see 
milked are milked fairly and properly, that not the first or the 
last strippings only are forwarded for analysis to Dr. Bell, but 
the whole of the milk, as it would go to market? How old 
are the samples when they are analysed? Have they had no 
chance of undergoing any alteration, natural alteration, from 
the time they are taken to that of their analysis? What 
method of analysis does Dr. Bell employ? for the results 
depend upon the method of analysis as much as upon the com- 
position of the samples themselves, Has he dropped the 
erroneous mnethod of analysis which was in use at his labora- 
tory in 1883, and which has been shown to yield far too small 
an amount of fat ? 

Has Dr. Bell got rid of the staff of assistants who were 
entrusted with the previous series of analyses, and which they 
have shown themselves utterly incompetent to perform ? What 
security is there that adulterated samples are not submitted 
to Dr. Bell, as there is the strongest internal evidence in his 
published results was the case in 1881 ? 

Surely a national question like this should not be allowed to 
fall into the bungling hands of the Somerset House chemists, 
after the bitter experience of former years. 

May we hope that Dr. Bell in the last ten years has 
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learned something? If he has read the Proceedings of the 
Society of Public Analysts during that period, as we must 
presume he has, he cannot help being more enlightened on 
the subject than he was in 1883, and that his enlightenment 
_ Was necessary has long been evident to every expert analyst 
in the United Kingdom, 
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MUSTARD ADULTERATION. 





WE are glad to see that the prosecution at Cardiff resulted 
in a conviction, and that the stipendiary—despite his error 
in admitting the Norwich analyst’s certificate without calling 
on that gentleman to substantiate it, and the dodges of the 
defence in postulating the loosely written twaddle of the 
“Encyclopedia Britannica’? and the “British Pharma- 
copeeia ”’ as the latest authoritative pronouncements on food 
_composition—resolutely set his face against any plea thata 
mixture of wheat-flour and mustard was mustard. This case 
shows the iniquity of the Food and Drugs Acts. We direct the 
particular attention of our readers to the statement of Mr. 
Griffiths, senior. Hecould assure the Bench, he said, “that 
the preparation had been purchased by him as pure mustard, 
and that it had not been adulterated since received. He paid 
full price, and produced his invoices, showing that for years 
past he had insisted upon being supplied with the pure article, 
to be sold over the counter. He felt so certain that the 
mustard supplied by him was pure that he sent the sample 
(left with his son) to Messrs. Colman’s factory at Norwich,” 
If Mr. Griffiths’ statement.be accurate, then he has for years 
past been paying full price for a pure article and has had 
palmed off upon hima spurious one. The maker who has 
done this is by the present stupid and iniquitous state of the 
law shielded from any penalty, and the retailer who has 
bought and sold the article in good faith bears the whole 
punishment. This case shows the urgent need of an amend- 
ment of the existing law to provide for the punishment of the 
wholesale manufacturer, and, in our opinion, Mr. Griffiths has 
a clear case for damages against the said manufacturers in the 
county courts. As to the dragging in by the defence of the 
“British Pharmacopeeia’’ and the ‘‘ Encylopedia Britannica,” 
we are pleased to see the opinions of these precious productions 
treated with merited contempt. The ‘‘ Pharmacopeeia’’ has sins 
enough of its own to answer for by reason of the drug adulteration 
caused by its unscientific and loose formulas. Food analysis is 
outside its province or capacity. As tothe ‘‘ Encyclopedia 
Britannica,’’ we are unaware that Professor Attfield has any 
claim to pose as an authority on foods. He is not a public 
analyst nor has he ever, so far as we are aware, added one tittle 
of knowledge to food analysis, nor do we suppose he could 
possibly be so presumptuous as to assert that an opinion by 
him on foods would have weighty scientific value. There is 
only one body that is competent to express an enlightened, 
accurate opinion on food composition and analysis. That 
body is not the Pharmaceutical Society, Professor Attfield, or 
Somerset House, but the Society of Public Analysts. The plea 
of extraneous substances. being necessary to take away the 
bitter acrid flavour of mustard is nonsense. Other mustard 
manufacturers prepare pure mustard, and so could the manu- 
facturers in question were they to take the trouble to do so. 


Se 
SOME CONSIDERATIONS ON 
MR. BERRIDGE’S BEQUESTS. 





THE late Mr. Berridge has bequeathed, amongst other 


generous benefactions, the following :— 


To the Mansion House Council on the Dwellings of the Poor, 
founded in 1883, whose object is, through local committees in every 
district in London, to inculcate habits of cleanliness, decency, and 
order, and to show the relation which these habits bear to health, more 
especially in the case of children, to. show, further, how infectious 
diseases and their extension may be prevented, £5,000, 


‘FOOD, DRUGS, AND DRINK. e 








To the Worshipful Company of Plumbers in the City of London, to 
be devoted exclusively to their scheme for educating, examining, and 
registration of plumbers, £20,000, 

To the Sanitary Institute of Great Britain, £10,000. 

To the International Congress of Hygiene, held in London on 
August 10, 1891, £500. i 
. To the Society of Medical Officers of Health, whose object is to 
promote the efficiency of the medical officers of health, and to insure 
their education ia sanitary science, £4,009, 

To the Association of Public Sanitary Inspectors, whose object is 
the promotion and interchange among its members of that species of 
knowledge and practice which fall within the department of an inspector 
engaged in carrying out the duties imposed upon him by the Public 
Health and other sanitary Acts, and the general promotion of the 
objects of sanitary science in connexion therewith, £3,5 0. 

To the College of State Medicine, the objects of which are to aid the 
theoretical and practical investigation and study of State medicine, 
public health, and Sanitary science which seek to prevent or ant cipate 
disease occurring or spreading, as distinguished from science, which is 
engaged in curing or relieving disease, £5,000. 

To the British Institute of Preventive Medicine recently incorporated, 
whose object is to provide a place where research may be carried on, 
with the ultimate object of finding the means of preventing and curing 
disease of men and animals; to provide instruction and education in 
preventive medicine to medical officers of health, medical pracitioners, 
veterinary surgeons, and advanced students, £20,000, conditionally on 
the institute being incorporated (which has since been done) ; and, 
conditionally on the public subscrioing the sum of £40,000, or such 
larger sum as may be required, for the purchase ofa site and the 
erecuon of the buildings, 420,000. 

To King’s College, London, towards the expenses of founding its 
intended public health department, £10,000. 

To the University College, London, towards the expense of the chair 
of hygiene and the hygienic laboratory, £10,000. 

To the National Health Society (53, Berners Street, W,), the objects 
of which are to collect and diffuse sanitary knowledge, and all other 
knowledge bearing on the physical and moral welfare of all classes of 
society; to call public attention to the serious pecuniary loss and injury 
to the health and comfort which arise from defective sanitary arrange- 
ments ; to investigate the facts and diffuse by publications, lectures, or 
otherwise, knowledge respecting any of the fol owing matters—that is 
to say, clothing in relation to health, prevention of disease, spread of 
fevers, house sanitation, foods, cookery, temperance, ventilation, clean- 
liness diseases, disinfectants, the supply of pure water, drainage and 
sanitation of houses, appliances for the sick room, home nursing and 
home education, £4,000, 


The contrast between two rich men, Mr.- Berridge; the 
Commoner, filled with the desire to do something to make 
happier the lot of the poor and the suffering, and the late 
Duke of Devonshire, the Noble, who, out of his colossal wealth 
left not, as far as is known, one penny to any public object, is 
one worthy of being borne in mind. Philanthropic societies 
innumerable consider themselves to be honoured by the mem- 
bership and patronage of ‘‘their graces’’ of this and of that, 
but we have noticed that, as a rule, the mutual admiration and 
self-glorification gang of ‘‘ their graces’’ are foseurs of the 
meanest stamp, eating charity dinners, scientific society dinners, 
and obtaining columns of laudation thereby in a toadying 
press, but taking care that a fat’ smile of supreme self- 
satisfaction constitutes the contributions of their most noble 
and imposing selves to all charitable and scientific purposes. 
To take, as an example, the Mansion House Council-on the 
Dwellings of the Poor, to which Mr. Berridge: has bequeathed, 
#5,000. The president is the Right Hon. the Lord Mayor, 
who as faras we can learn from the report before -us, takes 
such an intense interest in the housing of the poor that he has 
carefully refrained from contributing one penny piece to the 
‘‘funds.’’ The Archbishop of Canterbury, the Chief Rabbi, 
and a former prime minister, are vice-presidents, but the 
meagre subscription list does not contain the record of one 
farthing donated by these most noble and most reverend vice- 
presidents. The executive council contains the Lord Bishop 
of Wakefield, Earl Compton, M.P., Sir Julian Goldsmid, 
Bart., M.P., Sir B. Samuelson, Bart., M.P., Sir A. Borth- 
wick, M.P., the Right Hon. C. T. Ritchie, M.P., Sir John 
Simon, H. S. King, Esq., M.P., and the sanitary committee 
has amongst others Lady Jeune and Sir Henry Cunningham, 
K.C.1.E. We have looked in vain for the names of any of 
these important ‘‘personages’’ in the list of subscriptions 
and donations. Their object is not of their plenty to re- 
member their poorer brethren. They are Aoseuwrs, philan- 
thropic ‘‘dead heads” seeking and obtaining cheap ad- 
vertisements. No wonder the late Mr. Berridge was little 
known in the world of philanthropy. The barefaced impudence 
and meanness of its most noble exponents, as we have reason 
to know, disgusted him. To take one instance out of the 
many this precious council so’invitingly offers. Sir Julian 
Goldsmid is one of the wealthiest men in England. He can 
apparently find it meet and just to sit on the executive of the 
Mansion House Council on the Dwellings of the Poor and not 
subscribe one farthing to the funds, whilst at the same time 
he extracts some £5,000 yearly out of the poorof Spitalfields by 
means of one of the most iniquitous of all monopolies—a tax 
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on the food supply of the poor in one of the poorest districts 
of London. We confess to a feeling of sorrow that Mr. 
Berridge has left £5,000 to this most noble and gracious com- 
mittee, for the reason that, we much fear, the poor will never 
receive five thousand pence worth of real benefit from it. 

We have made as exhaustive inquiries as we could into the 
working of the Mansion House Council, and the utmost in- 
formation they could supply was that six inquiries had been 
held at their instigation, viz. at Clerkenwell, Ham, Bethnal 
Green, Mile End. Rotherhithe. and Shoreditch. Ofuseless 
correspondence, red tape, and self-glorification there was 
enough to show that the Mansion House Council were adepts 
in the art of masterly inactivity, but of prosecutions and 
punishments of owners of insanitary property they, like the 
needy knife-grinder, had no tale to tell. A nebulous pro- 
fession of untenable claims to some three or four prosecu- 
tions and improvements—such was the most the Mansion 
House Council could show for an expenditure of thousands of 
pounds, which, worked out, come to something like one 
thousand pounds per case. The thing can be done for a few 
shillings per case by a sanitary inspector, or an appeal toa 
magistrate, 

To our thinking, honest, earnest sanitarians are much better 
without any of the gang of notoriety-hunting pseudo-philan- 
thropists. Real workers have nothing in common with 
slumming-cum-advertisement mongers, their desire is to 
make clean the foul places of the earth, to unselfishly do their 
duty to their less favourably placed fellow men and women — 
not to secure newspaper puffs. As regards the Mansion 
House Council’s £5,000 and the £4,000 donated to the 
National Health Society, we trust the money will be well and 
usefully expended, but the important question is, ‘‘ What will 
they do with it?’’ Will it go to keep a secretary anda gang 
of clerks in idleness, as so many ‘ funds” have, unhappily for 
the poor, gone; or will it be used for really earnest sanitary 
work ? In London the poor, by reason of their being com- 
pelled to buy in small quantities, pay 25 per cent. more for 
their food, and at that get only the worst kinds. On them 
is palmed the margarine--sweepings of American Abattoirs, 
refuse, and offal—as pure butter. To them, unscrupulous 
owners of large stores sell American hams and bacon branded 
‘‘prime Wiltshire,’’ condensed milk made from skimmed 
milk, cocoa that contains 4o per cent. starch and 35 percent. 
sugar. Will the National Health Society do anything to 
enforce and strengthen the Adulteration Acts beyond saying 
that they sympathise, &c., with any movement of that nature ? 
We sincerely hope that it will, for a pure and wholesome food 
supply is equally as important as a healthy home. 


——- BE OS SS 
FORMS OF ADULTERATION.—8. 
(Concluded:) 


THE use of artificial colouring matter and of preservatives in 
food has been imported from abroad. With the exception of 
one or two colours in the kitchen of the consumers, such as 
saffron and cochineal, our food used to be expected to have 
only its natural colours. The Englishman likes to see what 
he eats, and has an inborn objection to consume anything of 
obscure origin. In a few cases, even many years ago in- 
genious unprincipled manufacturers employed colouring 
matters, such as oxide of iron in anchovies, or, it is said, 
even vermillion in cayenne pepper, but such practices, when 
discovered, were universally condemned as fraudulent. Then 
came from France preserved peas with an unnatural green 
colour, produced by the use of salts of copper. Although every 
consumer of peas was well aware that these vegetables lose 
during boiling much of their natural green appearance. yet such 
coppered peas found a sale among the ignorant. Soon after 
the passing of the Sale of Foods and Drugs Acts samples 
were denounced by public analysts as adulterated. But when 
the vendors were brought into court they were, as is even 
now customary, defended by chemists who ought to have 
known, and doubtless did know, better, and the magisterial 
minds were befogged by contradictory evidence. Coppered 
peas were passed as genuine and unobjectionable by the 
guardians of the public digestion. Since this evil precedent 
was set, colouring matters one after another have been intro- 
duced, until, as we have shown, coloured food has become the 
rule rather than the exception. The general principle had 
been thrown to the winds, the public were the sufferers, and the 
manufacturers reaped the benefit, inferior goods being sold 
literally under false colours, at prices which would have been 
opsasiis if the articles had been offered in their natural 
garb. 

No other article affords so striking an illustration of this 
statement as does butter. No country in the world ought to 
be able to compete with England in the production of dairy 


produce, English cows are better than continental cows. 
English pastures are infinitely more productive. 
import, as we took occasion to point out in our last number, 
immense quantities of butter from abroad. The ingenious 
and fraudulent use of colour by continental butter makers 
has greatly aided to bring about this result. No doubt 
dairy farmers in France, Belgium, North Germany, and 
especially Denmark, are much ahead of English farmers 
in scientific knowledge. Their Governments have long 
ago energetically and wisely aided them in every way, by 
establishment of dairy-schools, and by giving them facilities 
for transporting and conveying their produce at low rates. 
But no amount of scientific knowledge would have enabled the 
dairy-farmer to supply our market all the year round with 
butter of exactly the same colour and appearance, and this 
equality of appearance helped, even more than superiority of 
quality, the sale of such butter in this country. The second 
circumstance which has unduly favoured the foreign producer 
is the tacit permission of the use of preservatives. Even in 
these days of rapid conveyance of goods, perishable articles 
like butter would arrive in the English market from abroad 
more or less deteriorated in quality, if they were in their 
natural condition. Hence the English farmer would have a 
better chance than the foreigner of suppiying our markets, Only 
the use of preservatives really made the introduction of foreign 
butter in enormous quantities possible. Nothing short of 
criminal, shortsightedness on the part of our authorities has 
allowed such a state of things to come to pass. Foreign 
Governments have forbidden the use of preservatives for 
home-consumption, but allow their employment for ex- 
portation abroad. Lest any reader should feel indignant at 
this, we would point out to him that owx Legislature has set 
the evil precedent, for by Clause 30 of the Food and Drugs 
Act the exportation of adulterated tea from England is 
expressly permitted, although it may not be sold in England 
itself. Small wonder that the foreigners have taken a leaf out 
of our own book, and that such an immoral clause has recoiled 
upon ourselves a hundred-fold. As further instances we may 
mention that wine must not be sold for consumption in France, 
which is preserved with salicylic acid, but it may be sent to 
England; the same applies to beer brewed in Germany. 

We are not advocating protection in disguise, but we should 
not unduly favour our foreign neighbours to the detriment of 
our own producers and to the damage of all consumers. If 
the use of artificial colour and that of preservatives were for- 
bidden, as we strongly urge it ought to be forbidden, our 
languishing dairy-farming industry would at least have a 
chance. It is late to attempt to mend even at this hour, 
but we are surely guing from bad to worse with the present 
wretched policy of do as you like, for evidences are not want- 
ing, that what has happened in the case of butter will repeat 
itself in that of milk. Allow of the use of any amount of pre- 
servative, and milk from Holland, France, Germany, will 
appear in our market. 

The sanitary aspect of the case should also not be over- 
looked. For while we can inspect our cowsheds and dairies, 
and see that they are free from the grosser dangers and 
neglects, we have no power over dairies abroad, and disease 
may as well lurk in borated butter and milk, as in the un- 
physicked articles. 

If legislation on the subject of the adulteration of food is to 
take place in the next session of Parliament, as we sincerely 
hope it may, we trust that special regulations will be made as 
regards the two forms of adulteration which we have been 
shortly discussing in these paragraphs. 

GLOUCESTER WATER SUPPLY.—This question is being 
agitated more than ever now. It resolves itself into two 
sections—an immediate increase of the present supply and 
provision of an enlarged supply for the future. Action with 
regard to the first of these has been decided on, the Mayor 
having been authorised to complete the negotiations for pump- 
ing water from the Northern Drift at Walham, and its treat- 
ment by sedimentation and filtration before running it into the 
mains. As to the larger question, engineering and geological 
experts agree that no more can be done at Witcomb (the 
present reservoir) and recommend that borings should be 
undertaken in the Newent red sandstone, where it is believed 
plenty of water will be found, though its quality is unascer- 
tained at present. Despite the sentiment against the use of 
Severn water, there are those who advocate the use of the 
river water after proper treatment at a new reservoir at 
Wainload’s Hill, or at the Cheltenham Corporation’s Tewkes- 
bury Waterworks. Two schemes are proposed; a double 
service of mains—one from Witcomb water for drinking pur- 
poses, and the other from Severn water for washing, etc. It 
is also proposed that plans for the provisions of a good 
drinking-water supply be invited, and 100 gs. premium offered 
to the author of any entirely new scheme that may be adopted 
by the Council. 


Yet we 
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IMPURE MUSTARD. 


IMPORTANT CONVICTION AT CARDIFF. 


(THE charge against Richard Griffiths, grocer, Woodville 
Road, Cathays, near Cardiff, and Arthur, his son, of selling 
a preparation of mustard adulterated with flour for pure 
mustard resulted in the conviction and fine of the defendants 
Ley es Cardiff stipendary, Mr. T. W. Lewis, on Wednesday 
ast. 

_ The evidence at the first hearing, on the sth inst., of the 
summonses, taken out under the Food and Drugs Adultera- 
tion Act by the Cardiff sanitary authority, showed that on the 
19th September Inspector Charles Hill asked at the defend- 
ant’s shop for six ounces of mustard, that he paid for the 
article supplied him, and then told the vendor that he should 
have it analysed; that Mrs. Griffiths then informed the in- 
spector that he had been supplied with Colman’s Condiment, 
which was taken from a tin bearing the name of Messrs. 
Keen ; and the evidence of Mr. Hughes, public analyst for 
Gardiff, showed that the article purchased contained go 
er cent. of mustard and to per cent. of added wheaten 
our. 

The case was first adjourned to Wednesday, the r2th inst., 
when further evidence was heard by Mr. Lewis and Dr. Paine. 
Mr. Lloyd, deputy town clerk, prosecuted, and Mr. Vachell 
appeared forthe defence. The facts of the case were fully 
gone into on the last occasion, and the case was expected to 
come up for judgment on Wednesday, but it appeared that 
by arrangement between the parties Mr. Vachell was to be 
allowed to address some remarks to the bench on behalf of the 
defendant. 

Mr. Vachell said that he had not expected to be allowed to 
address the court at all, but that privilege had been granted 
by the courtesy of the other side. He understood, however, 
that he should not be able to call evidence, and had, therefore, 
sent his witnesses away. Otherwise he should have been pre- 
pared with evidence, not only on the point of law, but on 
the facts. : 

The Stipendiary suggested that, having regard to the im- 
portance of the case, Mr. Lloyd should withdraw his objec- 
tion to the hearing of evidence for the defence, but 

Mr. Vachell said that he was, on his own responsibility, 
prepared to go on as matters stood, and to argue the case out, 
feeling sure that the bench would decide in his favour when 
they had heard what he had to say on the matter. 

The Stipendary remarked that he presumed that the facts 
were admitted and that the case resolved itself into a purely 
legal question. 

_Mr, Vachell replied that that was so. The facts were admit- 
ted, though had he been allowed to call expert evidence he 
should have shown that the analysis was wrong. As it was, 
he should simply address the court on the evidence that had 
been given. It was a question of law only. 

The Stipendary said he supposed that had the witnesses for 
the defence been heard it might have been a question of fact 
as well as one of law. 

Mr. Vachell replied that clearly that was so, but that he felt 
_ so strongly that the bench would dismiss the case that he took 
upon himself the responsibility of saying that the evidence was 
unnecessary, Defendant was charged with selling certain 
mustard that was not of the quality, nature, and substance 
demanded, and their answer was that the buyer had asked for 
mustard and had been given mustard. The mustard, which 
everybody used as a condiment—table mustard—was not 
merely the crushed farina of the seeds of the white and brown 
mustard plant. That was what would have been given if the 
buyer had asked for unmixed mustard. He put it to the court 
that what was known as mustard was really mustard seed 
mixed with wheat flour, and though he could not call evidence 
he would prove his contention by citing the ‘ British 

Pharmacopeeia,” the ‘‘ Encyclopeedia Britannica,’ and 
cases. What was known as mustard was really the crushed 
farina of the white and brown mustard mixed with wheat flour, 
and in some cases with turmeric added. 

_A discussion ensued as to the admissibility of the extracts 
which Mr. Vachell proposed to read, and the stipendiary 
said that he presumed that he ought to take official recognition 
of what was said in the ‘‘ Pharmacopeeia,”’ if anything, on the 
subject, or in the ‘‘Encyclopedia Britannica,’’ as well as of 
any decisions of the superior courts bearing on the case. 

A question then arose as to a certain Local Government 
Report, which Mr. Vachell alleged to have been left at the 
town clerk’s office, but which Mr. Lloyd had not seen. 

Eventually Mr. Vachell quoted the ‘ British Pharma- 
copeeia ’’ to show that mustard, commercially understood, did 
not mean the pure seed. The authority cited simply states 
(B.P., p, 867) that the flour of mustard of commerce generally 
contains wheat flour, cayenne, and turmeric. In the article on 
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mustard written by Professor Attfield (vol 17, p. 13, ‘‘ Encyclo- 
pedia Britannica ’’) it is stated that mustard is compounded of 
the crushed farina in certain proportions, while lower qualities 
contain other substances specified, ; 

Mr. Vachell said that he understood that the reason why 
extraneous substances were mixed with the pure mustard was 
to take away the bitter acrid flavour. 

The Stipendiary interposed with a reminder that mustard 
was used for other than domestic purposes, and suggested that 
in cases where it was needed for medicinal treatment the ad- 
mixture of foreign bodies might conceivably be deleterious. 

Mr. Vachell said that he was quite prepared for the objec- 
tion. No one could say that the substance sold in this case 
was deleterious to health, for it was what everybody used every 
day of their lives, from her Majesty the Queen to Messrs. Col- 
man’s employees. Asto poultices it was assuredly within the 
knowledge of the bench that flour was added to mustard by 
most people under such circumstances, while if mustard were 
wanted as a vesicant or irritant it was necessary, not that it 
should be used unmixed, but rather that it should be deprived 
of the 25 per cent. or so of fixed oil to be found in all mustard 
seeds, Hence it could not be said that the plaintiff was pre- 
judiced medicinally. 

Mr. Vachell, before citing cases, said that he wished to take 
a legal objection on the ground that the buyer had only said 
that he purchased the sample ‘‘ to be analysed ’’ without add- 
ing the words *‘ by a public analyst.”’ 

Both the Stipendiary and Dr. Paine, however, said that, so 
faras their notes and memory served, this was not the case, 
and Mr. Lloyd offered to disprove the contentions by putting a 
witness in the box. The legal objection was, therefore, over- 
ruled. 

Mr. Vachell then proceeded to cite authorities, quoting first 
Stow’s ‘* Justices’ Manual’’ (p. 274), where, in a note on Sec- 
tion 6 of the Act, the offence was defined as consisting in 
selling to the prejudice of the buyer an article which was not 
of the nature, quality, and substance demanded (Hoyle v. 
Hitchman cited). Mr. Vachell, proceeding, said that if a man 
went to a grocer’s shop and said, ‘* I want some mustard,”’ 
and was given the article which was known as table mustard, 
there was no offence committed. The amount of flour dis- 
covered in the mustard was only to per cent., which was so 
evenly distributed throughout the real thing that 1t would be a 
very difficult job fora man to do sucha thing, Besides, he 
said the accused was a man of respectability, and he was also 
known to the members of the bench. Mr. Iguatius Williams, 
of Pontypridd, had dismissed a case of a similar character as 
this one and coming under the same Act, and besides, cases 
of the kind had been brought before the courts in different parts 
of the country, and had been dismissed. 

Mr. Lloyd held that if an article was sold for mustard, and 
there was something in it which the law did not sanction, the 
person who sold it committed an offence against the law, 

The bench adjourned the case until Wednesday last. 


When the case came up on Wednesday last for judgment 
Mr. Lewis, the stipendiary, announced that he had come to 
the conclusion that the article supplied was not of the nature, 
substance, and quality demanded, and that contention, he 
pointed out, was supported by the odcfer dictum of Justices 
Mellor and Lush. He further held that the condiment was 
not mustard in the trade signification ot the term and, follow- 
ing previous cases, that defendant was prejudiced. More- 
over, mustard was used internally and externally for medi- 
cinal purposes, and the condiment was less powerful than it 
should be for such purposes. Defendant would be fined 4os. 
and costs, or one month. 


ROR 


Mr. TEED, public analyst for Camberwell, has reported 
that during the last quarter he had had 50 samples of food 
and drugs submitted to him by the inspectors for analysis. 
Twelve of the 50 samples were adulterated, giving a percent- 
age of adulteration of 24. The adulterated articles were milk, 
cocoa, coffee, mustard, and margarine. 

Mr. WILLIAM MAGEE, of Nassau Street, Dublin, has just 
issued a handy and well-printed volume on the Irish Sanitary 
Acts, edited by Mr. C. P. Cotton, M.Inst.C.i. Mr. Cotton, 
who has already published, under the title of ‘‘The Irish 
Public Health Acts, 1878 to 1890,’’ a volume containing the 
Acts of Parliament by which sanitary authorities in Ireland 
are constituted and regulated, has now in the present volume 
brought all the other existing enactments which directly or 
indirectly give powers to or impose duties on such sanitary 
authorities, or incidentally affect them. 
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PUBLIC HEALTH PROSECUTIONS. 


-AtT Warrington, on the 3rd inst., William Fidler, 3, Hale Street, was’ 
fined 20s and costs for having allowed a fustian-cutting shop to remain 
in an insanitary state, and William Hargreaves, Oliver Street, was fined 
tos. and costs-for allowing his bakehouse to be in an unclean state. 
The prosecutions were taken at the instance of the sanitary committee. 


At Plymouth P. tty Se-sions, on the 3rd inst., George Howard, an old 
man, lodging at 46, Richmond S'reet, was summoned by the Plymouth 
Urban Sanitary Auth rity for failing to comply with a notice to cleanse, 
limewash, and di-infect his room at Richmond Street, which is in a 
very filthy state. Mr. J. H. Ellis, the town c'erk, prosecuted, and also 
applied for a recurring order. Howerd, h- said, used the room both to 
steep and livein. It was ina filthy condition, and the smell arising 
from the accumulation of dirt was injurious to the health of the 
residents in the house. He did not apply for a fine, as he would rather 
that Howard spent money on the room. At present the house was 
uninhabitable. The chief sanitary inspector (Mr. J. Addiscott) stated 
that on September 20th last defendant’s room was in a disgraceful 
condiion. ‘There wasa large accumulation of filth, and the smell was 
unbearable. Mrs. Robins said she occupied the room immediately 
underneath defendant’s, Liquid filth came through the ceiling of her 
room, and during the hot weather the place could not be occupied. Dr, 
Williams, medical officer of health, stated that merescrubbing would not 
be sufficient. The room was in such a state that it required to be 
thoroughly disinfected. The Bench had decided to make an order for 
all that Mr Ellis had applied for, and defendant would also be fined 
10s. and costs. The enforcement of the fine would be left with the 
town clerk. 

ON the 6th inst., in Kirkcaldy Sheriff Court, Sheriff Gillespie had 
before him an interesting case under the Public Health Act.’ The 
Kirkcaldy District Committee of the Fife County Council prosecuted 
Mrs. Margaret Hodge, or Hynd, wife of Wm. Hynd, engineman, 
Wellsgreen, for having con'ravened the Public Health Act, in so far 
as while suffering from scarlet fever, and while at a stage of high 
infection, she left the Wemyss Hospital without permission, and having 
walked along the highway leading from the hospital to Wellsgreen, 
and having thus exposed herself to the danger of the general public. 
She pleaded not guilty, and was defended by Mr. Forsyth. The 
medical officer in charge of the hospital stated accused was ad- 
mitted on 28th. June suffering from scarlet fever. She was con- 
valescent, and was at the stage when the skin was beginning 
to peel off the body. He told Mr. Hynd that if he removed 
his wife he did so at his own risk, and he had previously re- 
fused a request made by Mrs. Hynd to get home. The nurse stated 
that she saw Mrs. Hynd about an hour after she ieft the hospital 
sitting in the waiting-room of Wemyss Castle Station. Mr. Hynd 
stated that the doctor gave his permission to remove his wife, and that 
instead of walking along the public highway they walked along the 
coal line leading to Wellsgreen. His Lordship was afraid that the 
prosecutor had failéd technically to establish the charge he made, 
which was that Mrs. Hynd walked along the public highway from the 
hospital to her home at Wellsgreen. The fact as had come out 
incidentally in the proof that accused had been in the waiting-room of 
Wemyss Castle Station, if it had been charged, made the case a very 
serious one. Mrs. Hynd’s conduct in that respect was most reprehen- 
sible, and she did very wrong. He hoped it would serve as a 
warning to others. He refused to allow defender expenses. 





AT Pontefract, on Saturday, Joseph Hastlaw, of York Street, Castle- 
ford, was summoned by the Local Board of Health of that place fur keep- 
ing a lodging-house in a very dirty andinsanitary condition. From the 
evidence of the nuisance inspector and the clerk to the Board it was 
shown there were 34 beds on the premises. After a caution from the 
Bencli a fine of Is. and costs was imposed. - 

ON the 5th inst., at Loughborough, Albert Jackson, of Russell 
Street, was charged with failing to notify the medical officer of 
health for the borough of a case of scarlatina in his house. 
Mr. J. E. Jarratt, deputy town clerk, prosecuted. Dr. Corcoran, medical 
officer of health of the borough, said that in cons: quence of a complaint 
he visited the house No. 103, Russell Street, and examined the child, 
which he found to be suffeiing fr. m scarlatina, and in an infectious 
condition. The case had not previously been reported to him by the 
parent. Defendant said the neighbours told him the case was one of 
meas'es, and he had trea'ed it accordingly. Mr. Jarratt said the 
Corporation did not press for a penalty, but if igaorance was to be taken 
as a defence the Act would become a dead letter. As this was the 
first case of the kind in the borough, they asked that defexdant might 
be dismissed with a caution. The Bench concurred, and defendant was 
discharged on payment of cos’s. 








THE Leicester Daily Post, of Saturday last, says :—‘ We hope that 
the fine of £4 and co-ts, imposed at the Leicester Police Court 
yesterday, will remind recalcitrant property-owners that they cannot 
be allowed to play fast and loose with the sanitary authoriries with 
impunity. In this instance it -was proved that the defendant, who was 
described as a hosiery manufacturer, had been ordered to remove a 
nuisance as far back as April last. Since then he had received three 
letters and two personal visits from the inspector, with the view of 
stimulating him to action. But from April last un il yesterday morning 
not one iota of the indispensable work had been done. And what was 
the defence ? It was that the work, whiclt should have been done six 
months ago, had actually been on order for the tremendous period of 


‘three weeks,”’ and that it ‘would have been done beforenowifan estimate 





had been received from the bricklayer.”’. ‘The Bench mildly described the 


“waste of time” as ‘* pertinacious,’’ and imposed a fine of £4 and 


costs. If they erred at all it was on the side of leniency. To delay the 


absolutely necessary sanitary work for six months, and thereby injure © 


the public health, is an intolerab'e scandal which should assuredly have 
been ollowed by a still more substantial penalty, if it could be im, osed. 





AT the South West London Police Court, on the 14th inst., 
Frederick Farley, who resided at’ 7, Harfield Road, Wimbledon, ap- 
peared to answer a summons taken out under the Infectious Diseases 
Notificition Act for that he, being aware that his child Alice Farley 


wis suffering from scarlet fever, did fail to send notice to the medical © 


officer of health. There was a second summons against him for ex- 
posing the child while suffering from the disease. Mr. Whitfield sup- 
ported the summonses. Evidence was given to prove that while the 
child was suffering from scarlet fever she attended the public elementary 
schools of Holy Trinity, Wimbledon. The sanitary inspector found 
her there, peeling. Mr. Little, a surgeon, gave medical testimony, 
and expressed his belief that the defendant was not aware of the nature 
of the complaint from which the child was suffering. The defendant 
said he was ignorant of the child’s condition. Mr. Denman said he 
should like to see an enactment making the parent responsible whether 
he knew or not of the condition of the child. A magistrate‘-had been 
held to be wrong in convicting in a case where the parent was ignorant 
of his child’s condition. It must be proved that a parent had a 
knowledge of his chi!d’s disorder. In dismissing the summonses, he 
pointed out the difficulty oi enforcing the Act as it was at present 
framed. 


At Southwark Police Court, on the 14th inst., the owners of Nos. 
and 2 btocks of artisans’ dwellings, situate at Gu1 Street, Friar Street, 
again appeared to a summons issued at the instance of the vestry of St. 
George the Martyr, Southwark, for allowing the premises mentioned to 
remain in a state so dangerous or injurious to health as to be unfit for 
human habitation. On the case again coming into court for hearing, 
Dr. Waldo, medical officer of health, stated that he was substantially 
satisfied with what had been done since the last adjournment. Mr. 
Fenwick, magistrate, thereupon, notwithstanding the arguments of the 
counsel for the defence, inflicted a penalty of Aro and £1 Is. costs in 
each case. ari 


Av North London Police Court, on the 14th inst., the owner of 
‘“ Omega” and “ Belgian’’ Houses, Barratt's Grove, Stoke Newington, 
was summoned for disobeying an order of a magistrate to close a base- 
ment room in Belgan House, and provide extra accommodation in 
Omega House. Sanitary-inspector Parham, in the employ of the 
Hackney District Board of Works, described Omega House as “ the 
filthiest hole in Hackney.”’ On the 11th August, Mr. Marsham, magis- 
trate, visited the place, and found it in a bad sanitary condition, and 
made certain orders under the Public Health Ac’, which had not been 
obeyed. Mr. Rogers, who resides at Barratt’s Grove, Stoke Newington, 
appeared to the summonses, and said he was not the owner, but the 





Icssee of the property. The Inspector: You are the owner within the | 


meaning of the Public Health Act. Mr. Rogers further said he was 
doing the work, and argued that it took seven days to create the world. 
If he had two months’ grace he would have all the work done. The 
inspector pressed for penalties, and said the order appeared to have 
been wilfully defied. Mr. Rose: The order has been made; the 
medical officer has said the property is in a state dangerous to health ; 
and you want this state of things to continue for another two months, 
The Inspector: The state of the premises is now in a worse condition 
than when the order was made. Mr. Rose said he would order Mr. 
Rogers to pay a penalty of 5s. a day since the making of the order for 
the sanitary additions to Belgian House, and §s. a day penalties for not 
closing the bastment of Omega House, as ordered, w.th costs—total, 
£23 6s. Mr. Rogers said he did comply with the closing order, but 
the room was opeved again by some poor people who could not pay 
rent. He could not turn them out. Mr. Ro:e: Better to turn them 
out than to allow them to die of fever. 


At Clerkenwell, on the 5th inst., Mrs. Tichiner, 39, Claremont 
Square, was summoned at thz instance of the Clerkenwell Vestry for 
transmitting bedding and other articles which had been exposed to in- 
fection from infectious disease, to wit, scarlet fever, and which had no} 
been disinfected.—Sanitary-inspector Bartlett stated that on August 5 
he received a letter stating that a boy suffering from scarlet fever was 
running about the streets. He went to the defendant’s house and ex- 
amined her child. He found him suffering from scarlet fever, and told 
the mother he was to be isolated for six weeks. On August 7 he 


found that the defendant had removed from 3, Upper Baker Street to ~ 


39, Claremont Square. The room had not been disinfected. Witness 


removed the boy to the Fever Hospital, and he was discharged last — 


week. Defendant said she was very sorry.x—Mr. Horace Smith said it 
was a most dangerous thing, and though the defendant was a poor 
woman he must inflict a severe penalty. He fined her 3/.; in default 
of payment to go to prison for one month. 

At Merthyr, on the 8th inst., before Mr, North, stipendiary magis- 
trate, Mary Davies, 16, Pondside, was summoned by the Board of 
Heaith for keeping an unregistered lodging-house at that address, on 
the 30th ultimo. Mr. Field (from the office of Mr. G. C. James) 
appeared for the prosecution, and Mr. W. Beddoe for the defence. 
Superintendent Thorney, inspector of lodgiag-houses, had visited the 
house on the date mentioned, and on one or two occasions since. The 
house was a small one, and on the occasion of his last visit he found 13 
occupants, and two married couples, who slept inthe sameroom. The 
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.case the house was a large one. 


-only fit to accommodate about 18 or 20 persons. 
dants was fined 5s. and costs, ani told oy the magistrate they must _ 


-only registered to receive 13 persons. 


_adults and two children. 
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house was not registered, and was in a dilapidated and dirty state.— 


Isaac Evans, 2, Upper Taff Street, was similarly summoned. In this 
Exclusive of Evans and _ his 
family, there were 40 persons there when he visited the place. It was 
Each of the defen- 


register their houses, or thzy would be liable to heavier penalties. 





At Barnstaple, on the 5th inst., Byron Woodman, common lodging 


“house keeper, was charged upon one count with overcrowding, and 


upon a separate count with mixing the sexes, on the night of septem- 
ber 15th. Mr. Jas. Bosson prosecuted. He said that defendant was 
On the night of the 15th 
the inspector of nuisances and the inspector of policefound 24 
That was a breach of bye-law No. 1.. Now 
with regard to the second charge. It was at 12 o’clock at night that 
the inspector visited the house. In one bedroom he found: a young 
girl, 16 years of age, in one bed, and two other beds accommodated an 
morelated man and woman in each. The room was registered to 
accommodate three persons. This was a disgraceful state of affairs, 
which needed no comment from him. The bench fined Woodman 
40s. inclusive of costs in each case, in default of distress one month's 
imprisonment in each case. Defendant said if it was not for the distress 
he would do the month, and added that if only the inspectors visited 
some private houses in Barnstaple they would find father, mother, and 
seven or eight children sleeping in one room. 

James Sutton was similarly,charged and pleaded guilty. He had 
II people in two rooms, which were only registered to accom- 
‘modate four people. He also was guilty of mixing the sexes, although 
he stated that it was simply father and daughter—the old man being 
80 years of age. Fined 10s. in each case. 


AT Rotherham, on the 13th inst., before the mayor (Major Hirst) and 
Mr. C. B. Clark, a lodging-house keeper named Thomas Cave, of Don- 
-caster Road, was summoned for, a breach of the 82nd section of the 
Public Health Act, by not having limewashed the walls of the lodging- 
house in the first week in October. The mayor’said this was the 
first offence, and the Bench were inclined to be lenient. They must 
have these lodging-houses kept clean, especially as the whole of 
these places were in such an overcrowded state. A fine of 5s. 
and costs would be imposed. Joseph Chadwick, the keeper of a 
xegistered common lodging-house in Sheffield Road, was fined 5s. and 
.costs fur a similar offence. 
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FOOD PROSECUTIONS. 





PidH. 


At Kingstown, on thej13th inst., Mrs. Rosanna Mitchell, George's 
Street, Kingstown, was summoned for having exposed for sale, on the 
16th September last, a box of herrings not fit for-food. Mr. J.P. 
Kavanagh, solicitor, appeared for the Kingstown Commissioners. Ser- 
geant Daly, sub-sanitary officer, produceda certificate from Dr. O’Flaherty 
which stated thathe hadexamined the fish ,and found them unfit forhuman 
food. Mr. Swifte remarked that he could impose a penalty of £20 for 
every fish in the box, which would amount to some thousands of 
pounds, but as the present was Mrs. Mitchell’s first offence, he would 
let her off with the nominal fine of Ios. and 30s. costs. 


MEAT. 


At Lambeth Police-court, on the 14th inst., Joseph Brown, butcher, 
110, Lambeth Walk, was summoned for having exposed for sale meat 
which was unwholesome and unfit for sale. Mr. J. H. Smith, clerk to 
the Lambeth Vestry, prosecuted ; and Mr. R. A. Kingsbury, solicitor, 
defended. Mr. Smith stated that in consequence of numerous com- 
plaints as to the bad quality of the meat at the shop of the defendant, 
the vestry directed their offlcers.to keep a watch. Inspector Jones 
stated that on the morning of September 26 he saw two pieces of 
mutton on sale at the shop. They were black and stinking, and unfit 
for food. He asked the manager the price of the meat, and he replied, 
«« Twopence-halfpenny to you, governor.’’ The meat was seized and 
condemned by order of the court. Witness paid a second visit to the 
shop, and seized some other pieces of meat which were exposed for sale 
and unfit for food. The manager then declared it was all good, and he 
could eat it himself. Mr. Kingsbury cross-examined the witness with 
a view of showing that it was frozen meat, and that the weather, which 
was close, had suddenly caused it to go wrong. Mr. Biron said the 
prisoner was liable to a penalty of £50. He fined him £5 and 23s. 
costs on the first summons, and £10 and 23s. costs on the second 
summons, 





THE chemists of Kentucky have been playing it rather low 
on the tenants of the Blind Asylum. Wishing to get anidea 
as to the relative proportions of taste and _ prejudice in the 
opposition to ‘‘ margarine,’’ they served it out instead of 
butter to the blind. The results of the experiment are thus 
stated: ‘‘ After a time they took less and less, and finally dis- 
continued using it altogether. No complaint was made; the 
only reply to the query why they did not eat butter was that 
they did not care for it. Zhey did not feel the need of it.” — 
The Clarion. 


TINNED BEEF POISONING.—On the 14th inst. a man 
named Haine, living at Heatherlands, near Bournemouth 
with his wife and two children, also five young women em- 
ployed in the laundry, and named Maud Williams, Caroline 
Hawkins. Mary Bartlett, Maud Christopher, and Annie Rad- 
betts, after partaking of a tin of corned beef, were all taken 
ill, and prostrated. Fortunately an elder daughter happened 
to come in almost immediately, and emetics were at once ad- 
ministered, but it was not until after some hours that the 
dangerous symptoms passed away. The whole family 
suffered from the effects for some time afterwards. 
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NOTICE. 








THE Editor begs to thank the many Public. Analysts, 
Medical Officers of Health, Sanitary Inspectors, and In- 
pectors under the Food and Drugs Acts, who have sent 
reports, notes of cases, and written approving of the objects 
of Foop, DRUGS AND DRINK, and will be glad if Public 
Analysts and Medical Officers of Health generally will oblige 


by sending regularly their reports, and such cases of import- 
ance as occur in their districts. 





THE ISLE OF WIGHT MAGISTRATES 
AND ADULTERATION. 


- ‘The Isle of Wight Express in its issue of the 15th has 
ome comments upon our strictures on the ignorance of the 
w shown by Isle of Wight magistrates in a recent case of 
ilk adulteration. For our contemporary’s information we 
aay inform him that there is no difference whatever in the 
standard of purity adopted by Dr. Hehner and by Mr. Angell, 
as both the analysts in question use the standards adopted by 


the Society of Public Analysts. We may also say that doth 
analyses were correct. ‘The reason why the analysis of Dr. 
Hehner showed the milk to have Zez per cent. of added water, 
and that Mr. Angell’s analysis showed it to be evzzme, would 
have come out in evidence had Mr. Angell been called asa 
witness to support his certificate. It was the duty of the 
magistrates to have demanded proof that the samples analysed 
by Dr. Hehner and by Mr. Angell were identical. Justices 
are too often bamboozled by this not being done. We may 
also inform our contemporary that Mr. Angell’s remarks as 
to a maximum standard being necessary have reference only 
to disputed cases of appeal to Somerset House, whose ignor- 
ance and incompetence have long aroused the contempt of 
public analysts generally. There is only one body capable of 


fixing standards of purity in foods, and that is the Society of 


_ Public Analysts. Fortified by knowledge, the Society of Public 


Analysts adopted one standard, and, through incompetence 
and ignorance, Somerset House adopts for cases of appeal 


another standard. That is the case in a nutshell, and it is 


_ injurious and disgraceful to the State that Somerset House in 


Ape ost 


its ignorance should be able to set at naught the combined 
knowledge and experience of the public analysts of the entire 
country. 


> =SEeees 


TROWBRIDGE AND THE SALE OF 
FOOD AND DRUGS ACTS. 


AT the last meeting of the Trowbridge Local Board the 


_ following consideration took place upon the Sale of Food and 
~ Drugs Act :— 


q 


The clerk reported that on inquiry he had found it was the duty of the 
superintendent of police to en'orce the provisions of this Act. Mr. H. 


_ Blake pointed to the fact that unless the board appointed such officer, 


~ 


The Clerk: Per- 
Mr Brown 


“he had no authority so far as they were concerned. 
haps such appointment has been made. I cannot say, 


__asked if they could appoint an officer who wasa servant of the County 


7 Council, and Mr. 


. 


Blake said they could. In fact, unless he was 
appointed he could uot act, and had no power to take samples and send 
them to the county analyst. The Act said ‘‘ Under the appointment 
of this authority.” Mr. Haden: If Mr. White is acting under the 
chief constable’s orders, surely he has been appointed some time or 
other. Mr. Docking: If so, he ought to make periodical visits, and 
furnish us with regular reports. Mr. Brown: Naturally, if you appoint 
a per:on to do a eertain work, the authority so appointing would expect 
s me account of what has been done. Mr. Docking: I think it would 
be better to make inquiries, and if it is legal to make the appointment, 
let us do it and receive the reports. ‘Ihe clerk promised to look iuto 
the matter by the next board day. 


How many other local boards, with their clerks, are there just 


_ as ignorant, assisting Dutch, Germans, Danes, and French to 


ruin native industries ? 


DEATH FROM EATING TINNED SARDINES.—As the result 
of a post-mortem examination on the body of Lieutenant W. 
Huddleston, of the Royal Engineers, who was found dead in 
bed at Chatham on the 24th inst., it is alleged that death arose 
from blood poisoning caused by eating tinned sardines. 
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ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 


MILK. 


At the Batley Borough Police Court, on the roth inst., Richard 
Machill, farmer, Chidswell, and James Doherty, his servant, were 
charged with selling new milk, from which two-tbi:ds of the cream or 
butter fat had been abstracted. Mr. J. H. Craik, town clerk, said 
Mr. Joseph Lindley purchased from defendant a pint of milk. The 
usual formalities were gone through, and the milk was divided into 
three parts, one part being given (sealed) to Doherty, another was 
retained by the inspector, and the third part was forwarded to the 
public analyst, Mr. A. H. Allen, Sheffield. Mr. Allen's certificate 
said that it had been deprived of the greater part of its natural 
cream or butter fat by skimming or similar means, there being fully 
a deficiency of two-thirds of the cream or butter fat originally 
present. The town clerk quoted two cases, tried in the courts 
above, where it was decided, in regard to the selling of milk, 
that where a servant was hawking on behalf of the principal, the latter 
was liable for an offence under the Food and Drugs Act. In the case 
of Brown vy. Foot, which was of more recent date, it was held that the 
master was liable for the act of his servant, and, in delivering judgment, 
Justice Hawkins held that the master was equally responsible, although 
there might be some mitigation of penalty. Continuing, Mr. Craik 
remarked that these cases of adulteration were frequently occurring in 
spite of the warning previously given from the bench, though they had 
not been so frequent as before. Although an intimation was made 
that future cases would be severely dealt with, these cases kept 
occurring, and he now asked the magistrates to make an example of 
the public who palm off on the public milk of this description. Mr. 
Law, for the defence, said that this milk, in respect of which the 
summons had been issued, was puichased from a journeyman at Savile 
Town, named Fred Benson, who had been subpcened in order that he 
could be put into the box, and who would say that the milk was 
supplied to Doherty as new milk. It might be urged that Mr. Machill 
should have a written warranty. That ought to be so technically, but 
he had power to call direct evidence. His client had done all that it 
was possible for him to do; he had taken steps to bring direct evidence 
that this milk was supplied as ordinary new milk. Another point to 
be raised for the defence, said Mr Law, was the fact that since the 
bottle containing a portion of the sample purcha:ed by Mr. 
Lindley was deliver:d to his client, the cork had blown out. He 
did not for one moment admit the correctness of the certificate 
made by the anaiyst, and if Mr. Machill had had a full bottle of milk 
he would have sent it to Somerset House. Part of the sample, 
however, was gone, and defendant was not in a position to have 
the sample analysed; therefore, contended Mr. Law, the prosecution 
must fail. It would be seen that the cork had not been drawn—it 
had simply. blown out of itself. If the bottle had been properly 
sealed the accident would not have taken place, and defendant 
would have been able to send the sample for analysis. There had been 
no connivance nor attempt on his client’s part to commit a fraud upon 
the public, and he was really more to be sympathised with than 
punished. He asked the bench, therefore, to deal with the case upon. 
its merits. Mr. Craik quoted from report in ‘Justice of Peace,” 
showing that it was no defence to say that the milk was purchased from 
another party. Mr. Benson, dairyman, Savile Town, spoke to supply- 
ing Doherty with a quantity of new milk on the 8th ult. He (Benson) 
had a written warranty with it. Mr. Law: I ask for it to be produced. 
The town clerk: I shall object to it being putin. It is no evidence. 
We are not eharging Benson at all. Mr. Law: I think I am ewtitled 
to call for it. Tne Town Clerk (to Benson): You don’t know that the 
milk you sold Doherty was the milk he sold to the inspector? Mr. 
Benson: No, certainly not. The Town clerk: And you haven't 
come here to say so. Mr. Benson: No. Mr. Law asked for the 


ruling of the bench on the point respecting the bottle, the 
cotk from which hid biown out, thus preventing his client 
from sending the sample to Somerset House. If the ruling 


was against him he should feel inclined to take the case higher. The 
Chairman, after consultation with his colleagues, intimated that the 
bench could not admit the objection, and the case must go on its 
merits. They would now hear Mr. Craik on the question ot penalty. 
Mr. Law pressed bis point, but the magistrates ruled him out of order, 
and said that they held the sample was properly sealed by Mr. Lindley 
at the time, and Mr. Machill had had plenty of opportunity before he 
got the summons to have sent the milk up for analysis to Somerset 
House. They ruled that there was no point of law on which they 
could grant a c-se. The Town Clerk, addressing the bench on the 
question of penalty, said he thought the time had come when the 
magistrates should impose a substantial penalty, with a view of 
stopping this sale of adulterated and inferior milk. He asked them, 
in the public interest, to inflict a substantial penalty in this case. 
Ihe detendant Machill had been before the court before on a similar 
charge—(Mr. Law: It’s six years ago)—and on _that occasion a 
technical defence was raised, though eventually a fine was inflicted. 
The Bench considered the matter for some minutes, after which 
the Chairman reminded the Court that some time ago an intimation 
was made by the magistrates that in future cases of milk adulteration 
offenders would be severely dealt with, ahd in the present instance 
they could not inflict a less penalty on eich defendant than £5 each 
and costs. The Act of Parliament was passed to protect the public, 
but they would not be protected at ali if a man was able to say he had 
bougbt the milk from somebody else, and this without a warranty. 
The dealer must take every precaution to prevent the selling of inferior 
or adulterated milk, either by his own act or the act of his. servant, 
| In default of paying £5 and costs each, there must be imprisonment 
for two months, [ wr. Law's ingenious defence, we are glad to see, 
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did not weigh with the Batley magistrates. The impertinent sugges- 
tion that Mr. Allen’s certificate was not correct, and the regret that a 
sample was not sent to Somerset House for analysis, show how milk 
adulterators have come to rely on the well-known ignorant incom- 
petence of Somerset House to shield them from punishment. Had 
the defendant sent the sample to Somerset House the officials there 
would have had no right to analyse it, as sueh analysis can only be 
undertaken by Somerset House at the request of the justices trying 
the case. Vide clause 22 of the Act 38 and 39 Vict. }—Ep. 

At the Wakefield City Court, on the 14th, Robert Freck, innkeeper, 
Commercial Street, Thornes Lane, was charged with having sold a 
pint of new milk to Mr. A. B. Whittaker, the sanitary inspector for 
the Wakefield Corporation, with a quantity of the cream or natural 
butter fat extracted therefrom. Mr. Lodge made application for a 
portion of the milk purchased by Mr. Whittak-r to be sent to 
Somerset House for analysis. He was sorry to say the cork fell out of 
the bottle left in possession of Freck, and a quantity of tne milk was 
spilt. Another sample, however, remained in the hands of the 
inspector, and it was that he wished to be sent to London. The Town 
Clerk (Mr. Hudson) said it was most unusual to grant an application 
of that kind before hearing evidence. On being called, Mr. Whittaker 
said tnat on the certificate of the public analyst one-third of the cream 
had been abstracted. The cork had'not blown out of his bottle 
(laughter), The bench gravted the application of Mr. I.odge, ordering 
Mr. Whittaker’s sample to be forwarded to Somerset House for 
analysis, the case being adjourned for three weeks pending a decision. 


At Liverpool, on the 19th inst., Betty Platt, milk dealer, 3, Dublin 
Street, was summoned for selling skim milk adulterated with upwards 
of twenty-eight parts of water. Inspector Kaker proved the case, and 
as defendant had been previously convicted the stipendiary inflicted a 
fine of £5 and costs. 

Edmund Kitchin, Thompson Street, Seaforth, was summoned on 
the [6th inst., at the Liverpool County Police Court, for selling milk 
which had been adulterated. Police-constable Lindsay, while on dnty 
in plain clothes, visited the defendant's shop, and purchased a pint of 
new milk, for which he paid 2d. The analyst’s certificate showed that 
two-thirds of the cream had been extracted from the milk, and that ten 
parts of water had been added to what was otherwise poor milk. 
Police-sergeant Shea proved the purchase, and denied the imputation 
that the milk had been tampered with by the constable. A fine of 
20s. and costs was imposed. 

Samuel Allen, Rawson Road, Seaforth, at the same court, was 
muilcted in a similar penalty for selling milk to which thirteen parts of 
water had been added to every 100 parts of the poorest milk. The 
defendant said it was a mistake that the officer was served. 

William Leatherbarrow, milk dealer, Seaforth, also at the same court, 
was fined 20s. and costs. In this case the analyst certified that seven 
parts «f water had been added to every 100 parts of the poorest milk. 
The defendant said he always sold the milk just as he received it from 
the farm at Crosby. 

At Dublin, on the 20th inst., Joseph Doyle, Phibsborough, was 
flned £6 for selling milk adulterated with 37 per cent. of water. Peter 
O'Toole, Upper Abbey Street, and Patrick Rafter, Church Street, 
were fined £1 each for selling milk containing 10 per cent. of water. 
Margaret Dowling, 38, Meath Street, was summoned at the suit of 
the Public Health Department of the Corporation for selling new 
milk adulterated with 24 per cent. of added water. A fine of £3 was 
inflicted. Charles M‘Tear, 26, Hanbury Lane, was also summoned 
for selling new milk which contained 16 per cent. of added water. 
Fined £1. 

At the Gateshead Police Court, on the 17th inst., Thomas 
Henderson, farmer and milk dealer, Whitehouse Farm, was summoned 
at the instance of Inspector Jones, for having sold milk on September 
30th adulterated with 13 per cent. added water; and with having sold 
milk on the 2nd October adulterated with 20 per cent. of added water. 
Defendant wes fined 30s. and costs in each case. 

William Henry Penman, Carr's Hill, was charged at the same court 
by Inspector Jones with having sold milk adulterated with 15 per cent. 
of added water on October 3rd. The bench said as this was the first 
offence they were prepared to take a lenient view of the case. 
Defendant would be fined 20s. and 6s. costs. 

At the Brighton Police Court, Frederick Game, 69, Whichelo-place, 
was summoned for selling milk not of the substance and quality 
demanded. Inspector Cuckney said that on the morning of September 
23rd, he saw Frederick Wells, a milkman in the employ of the 
defendant, serving customers with milk in Cobden Road. Witness 
asked for a pint of new milk, with which he wa, serve 1, paying 14d. 
for it. The certificate of the public analyst, which he produced, 
stated that the milk was deficient in butter to the extent of 40 per 
cent. Assistant-Inspector Pope gave corroborative evidence. De- 
fendant’s defence was that the inspector «sked ror a pint of milk, and 
his boy served him with a pint of skim, charging him 1}d., wnich was 
the usual price. The bench convicted, and, as defendant had been 
Once previously convicted for a similar offence, fined him 4os, and 
costs. 

At the West Ham Police Court, on the rgth inst., Mr. Baggallay 
had before him 15 summonses against milk sellers, charging them with 
selling adulterated milk. Endersby Handsley, 1+ 2, Caledonian Road ; 
Mary Ann Appleford, t, Windmill Lane; Catherine Fletcher, 110, 
Leytonstone Road; Arthur Munson, 53, Western Street; James 
Phillips, 38, Leyton Road; Ja:vis Wills, 30 Cullum Street ; Thomas 
Coomber, West Ham Lane; Cnarles Pratt, 46, Lett Road; T. A. 
Hail, 95, Henniker Road; Elizabeth Peters, 69, Church Street; 
G. W. Wintle, 257, High Street, and J. J. Ayton, 420, Bethnal 
Green Road were fined in amounts ranging from 5s. to £10 and costs, 
the milk sold being proved on analysis to be adulterated with added 
water to the extent of from 5 per cent. to 28 per cent. 


. sold margarine as butter on the 22nd September last. 





Albert Walker, farmer, Shadwell, near Leeds, appeared at the Leeds 
Police Court on the 25th inst., to answer to a charge that he did on the 
27th of September sell to Inspector Walker a pint of new milk, which 
the borough analyst, Mr. Fairley, had found contained 18 per cent. of 
added water. He was fined £5, or one month’s impri:onment. 


BUTTER. 


Mary Knowles, of 17, Temperance Place, Alverthorpe Road, 
Wakeheld, was charged at Bradford, on the 22nd inst., with having 
The Town 
Clerk (Mr. McGowen) prosecuted. William Cordingly Rhodes, one 
of the Corporation food inspectors, said that, in consequence of 
complaints he received, he visited Preston Street on the 22nd ult., and 
saw the defendant hawking what purported to be butter in a basket. 
He saw her visit several shops, and heard her remark to one prospective 
customer (Mrs. Lofthouse, 12, Preston Street) that it was good butter, 
she had churned it herself, and added that she came from Otley. She 
sold a roll, 1} lb. weight, to the shopkeeper for 1s. 7d., and witness, 
after the sale had been completed, seized the roll. He divided the 
sample in the usual way into three parts, and one was submitted for 
analysis. Defendant told him that she went to the best markets for her 
butter, and if anything was wrong with it it was not her fault. The 
analyst’s report showed that the sample consisted wholly of margarine, 
and contained no trace of butter. Mrs. Loftnouse stated that on a 
previous occasion defendant sold her some ‘‘ butter ’’ which was so vile 
she could not use it even for pastry, and ‘ threw it under the oven.” 
Defendant alleged that she told Mrs. Lofthouse the substance was 
margarine, and was putting a margarine label on it when the inspector 
seized it. A fine of qos. and 12s. 6d. costs was umposed, or 21 days’ 
imprisonment. 

At Liverpool, on the rgth inst., Jessie Kennedy, general dealer, 4, 
Gooda | Street, was fined Ios. and costs for selling margarine as butter. 
Inspector Baker proved the case. [We would like some explanation 
as to this miserably insufficient fine of 10s. amd costs. ] 

Alfred Walpole, grocer, 96, Bridge Street, Mile nd, London, was 
summoned at Mile End. Mr. Cox, inspector under the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Act, proved going into defendant’s shop and purchasing 
something that was in a tub, and which on being analysed was found 
to contain go per cent. of foreign fat. Mr. Rose fined defendant 4os, 
and 25s. costs. ; 

Arthur Chambers, grocer, of 598, Mile End Road, was summoned. 
for a similar cffence and fined 4os. and 25s. costs. 

Mary Pawson, grocer, Seaforth, was summoned, on the 16th inst., at 
Liverpool, under the Food and Drugs Act, for having sold adulterated 
butter. The evidence was to the effect that it contained ten parts of 
water and 60 per cent. of fats other than butter. A fine of Ios. and 
costs was imposed. 


COFFEE. 


At the Workington Police Court, on the 12th inst., William Boadle, 
grocer, Corwen Street, was charzed with selling to Superintendent 
Hope three-qua'ters of a pound of coffee, whieh on analysis was found 
to contain at least 25 per cent. of chicory. Superintendent Hope said 
on the 8th inst. he visited the shop of the defendant, and purchased 
$lb of pure coffee, which he divided into three parts, informing Mr, 
Boadle at the time that he purchased the coffee for the purpose of 
analysis. He now submitted the certificate of analys s, which showed 
that the coffee was adulterated to the extent at least of 25 per cent. 
The Bench: Was it sold as pur: coffee? Superintendent Hope: Yes. 
By Mr. Falcon: Mr. Boadle was present when tbe tin was opened. 
The tin was labelled ‘‘ choicest coffee,”” and it wasnow in court.. The 
retail price was Is. 8d. per ib. for pure coffee, aud Is. 4d. for mixture. 
Mr, Boadle didn’t show him his invoice for the goods, but before it 
was opened he told witness he had purchased it as pure coffee, and 
that he sold it to him as such. He had no reason to think it was not pure 
coffze. Mr. Falcon saidit was apparent there wasnot theslightest intention 
to defraud the purchaser or the public. Of course, Mr. Boadle had a . 
legal claim upon the firm from whom he bought the 2olb. tin as pure 
coffee, which was invoiced to him at Is. §d. per lb. wholesale, being 
ordered on the roth of August. If it had been mixture the wholesale 
price would have been Is, Id. per lb., and as the retail pices were 
respectively 1s. Xd. per lb. for pure coffee and 1s. 4d. for mixture, 
it was clear that Mr. Boadle had no interest in selling a wrong article. 
Besides, the tin wa, opened for the first time in the presence of the 
superintendent. Mr. Boadle had made a claim against the wholesael 
people, which they had not answered. They had, however, received 
a letter from their solicitors in which they suggested that the mistake 
might have been made in their warehouseman making up for 
Mr. Boadle a parcel of mixed coffee instead of unmixed. Under these 
circumstances he trusted the Bench would be of opinion that Mr, 
Boadle, whom they had always known as a respectable tradesman, 
had not been guilty of wrong doing. The Bench: Was that the only 
tin in the shop? Superintendent Hope: Yes. The Bench: There is 
this tin found on the premises. We have no evidence how long it 
has been there. Mr. Falcon: I am willing to prove the date. ‘Lhe 
prosecutors have admitted the breaking of the seal. We have both 
the letter and the invoizes. The Bench said they were satisfied there 
was no intention to defraud the public. He would be let off on the 
payment of the costs—5s. [Mr. Boadle has a clear case against 
who esale dea'ers, and in the interests of his brother grocers should 
accept no compromise, but prosecute them for damages done to his 
business and reputation. This is the only way to protect the retailers 
and make some wholesale firms honest. ] 

At the Pontypridd Police Court, William Phillips, a grocer, carrying 
on business at Penygraig, was summoned and charged by Super- 
inteadent Jones with selling a tin of ‘“‘Symington’s Arab Coffee ” at 
the price of pure coffee, and thereby defiauding him ot three parts of 
a penny. The coffee, on being analysed, was found to contain 27 pec 
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-spector, repeated his evidence given in the police-court. 
the appellant’s shop and asked for some coffee. 
‘replied that he had no loose coffee, but he hed ‘* Dandelion Coffee’? at 
-sixpence the quart+r-pound tin. 
-have some of that,” and bought the coffee and paid sixpence for it. 
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’ cent. of chicory. - Mr. Rawlins, solicitor, of Market Harborough, who 


defended on behalf of the Messrs. Symington, urged that, inasmuch 


~ as Superintendent Jones had not proved that the coffee used in the 


: 
| 


preparation of the mixture did not cost Is. 8d. or 2s. per pound, he 
could not allege that he had b. en defrauded, and, therefore, the charge 
of fraud must fall through. He also pointed out that the assistant 
who had sold the tin had pointed out at the time that it was a 
mixture of coffee and chicory, and the charge of adulteration could 
not be upheld. Dr. H. N. Davies: But why put ‘Celebrated 
coffee” on your tin? Mr. Rawlins: You know that people will say 
everything in favour of the article they sell, and besides, it says in the 
very next line that it is mixed with chicory. Dr. Davies: But that is 
insmler print. Mr. Rawlins: That I admit, but we are not asked 


. by Act of Parliament to have the letters of the same size, and they are 


sufficiently clear for all to read and to understand. ‘William Evans, an 


_ assistant in the defendant’s shop, was then called, and he corroborated 


the evidence of Superintendent Jones with reference to the selling, but 


_added, on being cross-examined, that he had not pointed out the 
_ notice on the label until after the purchase had taken place. The coffee 
_had cost the shopkeeper 83d. per lb., and he had, therefore, obtained 
nearly 100 per cent. profit on it. 
_ this kind, although he found that it sold better than pure coffe. In 
_fact, he did not believe the people of Penygraig knew the difference 


However, he did not sell much of 


between chicory and coffee. The bench were of opinion that the coffee 
had been adultera‘ed with chicory for a fraudulent purpose of increas- 


_ing the bulk, and they would, therefore, although sympathising with 
the defendant, be o liged to fine him £2. 
_it known that it would be well to have the law of adulteration so 
amended that the manufacturers should be compelled to show on their 
- tins how much of the mixture was coffee and how much chicory. 


They also wished to make 


At the Glamorganshire Quarter Session, at Swansea, on the 20th 
inst., a shopkeeper named Jones of Nelson, appealed against a con- 
viction under the Food and Drugs Act for selling chicory and coffee as 
coffee. Superintendent Evans Jones, Pontypridd, an analyst’s in- 
He entered 
The shopkeeper 


Superintendent Jones said, ‘* Let me 
Dandelion Coffee.” 


The canister was Jabelled ‘‘ Lewis’ It was 


divided into the usual portions, and Dr. Morgan, the county analyst, 


_ certified it upon analysis to contain 20 per cent. of coffee, and 80 per 


_cent. of chicory. 
showed 25 per cent. of coffee, and 75 per cent. of ehicory. Tre 


“paid 2s. per pound. 
_was called, and said the certificate read was his. 
Mr. Arthur Lewis for the appellant: He said he was called in a similar 
‘case in the Swansea court. 
‘distinguished by microscopical t sts, but in conjunction. with other 


_and chicory. 


‘did not know dandelion coffee as a recognised article of trade. 
not doubt that the article in question was sold as Lewis’ dandelion 


A subs quent analysis at Somerset _ House 
compound was valued at 8d. per pound, whereas the inspector 
Dr. Morgan, public analyst for Glamorgan, 


Cross-examined by 
Chicory and dandelion could scarcely be 


tests he formed a strong opinion—to the best of his judgment, that the 
‘¢ dandelion coffee ’’ was nothing but coffee and chicory. Mr, Arthur 
Lewis proposed, in his cross-examination, to prove that the mixture 
sold as ‘‘ dandelion coffee ’’ was really dandelion coffee, and not coffee 
Judge Williams said a man, if he bought dandelion 
coffee would expect to find it coffee. Continuing, Dr. Morgan said he 
He did 
coffee all over the country. The label 1ead ‘this is superior to any 
other coffee.” His Honour, in reply to Mr. Arthur Lewis, said he did 


‘hold that the term dandelion was simply a term of art to describe a 
kind of coffee. 
_that it was coffee, just as he (Judge Williams) would. Whatever Dr. 


The officer bought the compound under the impression 


Morgan said as to the difficulties of distinguishing did rot affect his 
mind, because it was outside this point; therefore Dr. Morgan 
was not further examined on this matter. Mr. William Stoddart 
said he was the analyst for the city of Bristol, and had had con- 
siderable experience in analysing coffee. In,the coffee state it was not 
possible to distinguish dandelion and chicory. The roots belonged to 
the same family, and the roasting destroyed any means of distinguish- 
ing them. He had not analysed Lewis’ dandelion coffee. For 
practical purposes the roasting and grinding invalidated the specific 
gravity test. Dr. Morgan and the Somerset House people, said Mr. 
Benson, in cross-examination, agreed that this was chicory. His 
Honour remarked that defendant was convicted, not for selling chicory 
instead of dandelion, but for selling a mixture for coffee which was not 
coffee. What was there to show that the witness Jones knew that he 
was buying, not a variety of coffee, but a mixture of coffee and some- 
thing else. Mr. Artnur Lewis persisted that the purchaser was not 
prejudiced, as he was told it was dandelion coffee—and that implied that 
there was dandelion init. The chairman said he could not see it in 
that light. The public must be protected, and the court upheld the 
decision of the court below. 

At Westbury, on the toth inst., P. C. Breach caused Edith Bull, of 
Westbury, to be summoned for selling coffee adulterated with 50 per 
cent. of chicory,and Albert Bence, of the Market Place, with selling 
as coffee a substance containing 93 per cent. of chicory. The de- 
fendant in the latter case received the stuff from a Mr. Mead, of 
‘Devizes. The bench dismissed the cases. [Might we suggest that 
justice would be better served by the Lord Chancellor dismissing the 
bench? | 


WHISKY. 


At Lincoln City Police Court, on the 20th inst., William Tuxworth, 
of the Globe inn, Waterside South, was summoned for selling 10 
Police-sergeant Bradley, an inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, 
‘whisky which contained 15 per cent. of added water beyond the limit 





allowed by the Act, the article being 4o per cent. under proof. 
Defendant’s wife said she had, in diluting the whisky, reversed by 
mistake the quantity of water allowed by the Act to be added to gin 
and whisky. The clerk (Mr. W. Manby) said 25 per cent. of water 
could be added to whisky, and 35 to gin.—John Thos. Lovell, of the 
Hop Pole, Monson Street, was summoned for a similar offence, the 
article being 5 per cent. beyond the limit. The first named defendant 
was fined 25s., and the latter 1$s., including costs. 
At Glamorganshire Quarter Sessions last week, Mr. Jones, landlord 
of the Farmers’ Arms, Trebanog, Cymmer, appealed against a convic- 
tion for selling adulterated whisky. A quarter of a pint of whisky was 
supplied by the defendant’s daughter to the officer. and, on being 
analysed, it was found to contain 31°56 per cent. of alcohol and 68-44 
per cent. of water. After the officer had stated his purpose, his atten- 
tion was drawn to the following notice in the bar:—‘ All spirits sold 
at this establishment are sold as diluted spirits: no alcoholic strength 
guaranteed.”’ The real question raised was as to whether, under such 
circumstances, the article was sold “to the prejudice of the customer.” 
Mr. Benson contended that the notice simply told customers that water 
was added, but as a standard of dilution was fixed by the Act such a 
notice could not cover such extensive adulteration as this. The 
‘*fraudulent desire to increase the bulk’? was evident. The Chairman 
said the court had decided to reverse the decision of the stipendiary 
magistrate on the ground that, having regard to the terms of the 
notice, the water was not fraudulently intended to increase lhe bulk. 


RUM. 

At Shap, on the 17th inst., before Captain Markham (in the chair), 
the Rev. E. Oerton, the Rev. S. Whiteside, Mr. R..B. Smith, and 
Dr. T. H. Gibson, Edward Daniel Walker, refreshment room keeper 
at Tebay Station, was summoned by the police for selling, on the 23rd 
August, a pint of rum Io degrees below the legal limit. The case was 
first heard on the 26th September and adjourned. Mr. T. E. James, 
solicitor, Darlington, appeared for the defendant, who pleaded not 
guilty. Iuspector Cheesman stated the case. Superintendent Graham, 
of Appleby, produced a sample of the rum. Mr. James said that 
defendant held a most responsible position in Darlington. He was the 
mayor of that town, and a member of the County Council for Durham, 
He submitted that the case ought to be dismissed. The magistrates, 
however, imposed a nominal fine of Is. [We protest against such a 
travesty of justice as that committed by the magistrates who tried this 
case. The defendant’s position as mayor of Darlington and a member 
of the Durham County Council was a reason why the fraud of selling 
rum diluted 10 degrees below the limit should have been the more 
severely punished. ] 

BRANDY. 

At Southwark, on the 19th inst., J. Lloyd, the proprietor of the 
Queen’s Head, High Street, Borough, was, at the instance of Mr, Grist, 
the sanitary officer of St. George-the-Martyr, fined £5 and costs for 
selling braudy diluted to a greater extent than allowed by the Act. 


=> Oe — 


THE PURE BEER QUESTION,—At a meeting of the Local 
Government Committee of the Glamorgan County Council, 
consideration was given to the recent prosecutions in respect 
of adulterated beer. The clerk explained that the justices at 
Merthyr had dismissed the prosecutions there on a point of 
law, but were willing to give a case for decision at the higher 
court. The point of law they decided was that asa certain 
amount of salt was a necessary ingredient in the production of 
beer, as the Act was at present drawn up, any excess of salt 
put into the beer was not a matter for their determination at 
all, and persons could put in as much salt as they liked, 
because they could not avoid putting in some. Mr. O. H. 
Jones moved that counsel be instructed to represent the 
committee before the higher court inthis matter. He thought 
that with all due respect to the stipendiary magistrate at 
Merthyr so far as his legal opinion went that the decision was 
entirely wrong, and that the question of amount was absolutely 
the only question to try. He thought the point ought to be 
argued, otherwise a ton of salt might be put into the beer, and 
prosecutions would be not the least use. 

A DONCASTER INNKEEPER AND THE PUBLIC ANALYST.— 
At the Doncaster Borough Police Court, on the 24th inst., 
Alfred Clark, landlord of the Doncaster Arms, Bennitthorpe, 
was charged with having refused to sell whisky for the purpose 
of analysis. The town clerk (Mr. Sugden) appeared for the 
prosecution, and Mr. Hall defended. The case was proved by 
John Thompson, an inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, 
1875. The offence was an infringement of section 17, the inn- 
keeper having refused to let the inspector have whisky for the 
purpose of forwarding it to the public analyst, and for which a 
penalty of £10 could be imposed. The inspector stated that 
the landlord declined to let him have the Irish whisky he 
specially asked for, but fetched him some from the cellar, 
which he declined to accept. The defence was that the keg in 
which the whisky in question was was ‘‘cloudy,’’ being near the 
bottom of the keg, and that it was ‘‘ unsaleable.” The inspector 
said he asked for a pint, but when the landlord said there was 
not a pint in the keg, he said he would take what there was, 
and placed the money on the counter for it. But he failed to 
receive it. Mr. Turner (chairman) said the bench considered 
the case was clearly proved. Fined £1 and IIs. 6d, costs, 
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SOMERSET HOUSE AND WATER 
IN BUTTER. 


WE are glad to see that at the Second Annual Congress of 
the Federation of Grocers’ Associations of the United 
Kingdom, held at the Grand Hotel, Manchester, recently, 
the important subject of excess of water in butter came up for 
discussion, Mr. W. Torkington reading a paper on this 
matter. With much of what Mr. Torkington said we most 


heartily agree, but he looked at the matter solely from a © 


grocer’s point of view, and not from the broader standpoint of 
public interest. Grocers are recognising that excess of water 
in butter results in loss and annoyance tothem. When, as one 
speaker said, their cellars are flooded by the water running 
out of their butter-firkins, and pounds of water exude on their 
counters, causing so much loss of weight, it is certainly time 
that steps were taken to put a stop to adulteration of butter 
with water. Public analysts have pointed this out for years, 
but have generally met with opposition from the grocers. 
Even now, Mr. Torkington exclaims, ‘‘ It would be interest- 
jng to know when the people will be at liberty to choose for 
themselves what they must eat and drink,’’ and again, ‘‘ Eng- 
land seems to be fast becoming the happy land for everything 
and everybody, but the British tradesman. He is rapidly 
becoming the tool and the slave of the public analyst and 
inspector, and the blood of every true Briton runs hot and 
strong at the thought of losing the freedom that is our un- 
doubted heritage, and which is fast slipping away.’’ Every 
trader may sell in England whatever he pleases, provided he 
does not do so tothe prejudice of the purchaser, and when the 
public ask for butter they must get it, and not butter adul- 
terated with water to such an extent that it floods the cellars 
of the dealers themselves. Ifthe loss to the trader rouses 
Mr. Torkington to furious eloquence what language ought the 
unfortunate consumer to make use of? For every pound of 
water which runs out of excessively watered butter eight 
pounds at least remain in it and are sold and paid for as 
butter. In fact, many watered butters do not allow a drop of 
water to run away, but contain it in exceedingly minute divi- 
so as to be imperceptible to the eye and to the touch. 
So cunningly is water incorporated with butter that none but 
the analyst can detect it. Surely Mr. Torkington’ ought to 
bless the analyst, who is but too anxious to help him and the 
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public, instead of venting his illogical fury upon his best 
friend. 

All butter contains water fiom the milk from which butter 
even now is sometimes made. In well-made thoroughly 
worked butter the waterdoes not exceed 12 or 13 per cent., but 
in ill-made butter, be it from insufficient working, or be it that 
the butter is prepared at too high a temperature, the amount 
of water which may be left is very often 18 or 20 per cent., and 
not rarely rises to 25 percent. andmore. In buying a hundred 
pounds of genuine butter the purchaser must expect to obtain 
about twelve pounds of water, but 20t more. Water is cheap, 
butter dear; hence the inducement to leave an excessive 
amount of water in the article is very great. The purchaser 
does not know how much water he buys, indeed but few, even 
intelligent, people have any idea that butter includes in its 
pure and natural state so large an amount of fluid. Does not 
even Sir William Pink (see the report of the conference in the 
Grocer) state that he was rather a large maker of butter him- 
self, and he thought they would find his butter did not contain 
more than about /wo per cent. of water. There is no butter with 
only 2 per cent. of water. Obviously erroneous analyses of 
Dr. James Bell, F.R.S , of Somerset House, are on record of 
samples showing only 4 per cent. of water, but these 
analyses are but fit companions to the milk aualyses poe 
which we commented in our last nnmber. 

From analyses of innumerable samples of butter from all 
parts of the world, public analysts have learnt that well- 
made butter does not contain more than 12 per cent. of 
water, but in order to allow all needful latitude—for the 
dairyman has not always an analyst on the premises—they 
pass 15 per cent. of water without demur, What is above 
this figure is present either from punishable negligence, or by 
intent. From butter with 15 per cent. of water the latter does 
not run out and flood cellars and counters. It may fairly and 
without hardship be expected that dairymen will not allow 
more water than the maximum amount of 15 per cent. to 
remain in their products. Public analysts are unanimous on 
this point. Why, then, is there any difficulty to prevent the 
sale, and cause the punishment of vendors of excessively 
watered butter? Ask Dr. Bell, of Somerset House. Ten 
years ago, when carrying out his celebrated analyses of milk, 
he also made a number of analyses of butter. He classes as 
genuine a sample with nearly 21 per cent. of water, and 
several with 18 and; 19 per cent. He found samples 
made in private establishments to contain 17 per cent. of 


water. Instead of setting the ignorant or negligent 
dairymaid right and insisting that she made _ butter 


with a proper amount of water, he came to the con- 
clusion that ‘‘these percentages of water are doubtless 
unnecessarily high, and likely to interfere with the keep- 
ing properties of the butter, but when such quantities are found 
in well-made butter of private dairies, it is difficult to main- 
tain that similar percentages in butter for sale amount practi- 
cally to an adulteration with water.’’ What twaddle! . If 
these percentages are unnecessarily high the sale of such 
butter is surely to the prejudice of the purchasers, and 
punishable under the Sale of Food Act; yet Dr. Bell, in his 
capacity as public arbitrator, takes these outrageous 
samples as the standards by which butters all over the 
country are tobe judged. Because some silly maid was igno- 
rant of the art of butter-making, therefore grocers’ cellars 
may be flooded with water, and consumers shall pay for six or 
eight pounds over and above the twelve pourds of water 
(which are unavoidable) out of every hundred pounds of butter 
they consume, the full price of good butter. Dr. Bell found 
apt pupils. Factories of artificially watered butter, with 
water up to Dr, Bell’s limits, rose up on the Continent, 
and flourished in spite of the efforts of public analysts. In 
these days of close trade competition fortunes may be made 
under the protection of Somerset House, by watering butter 
up to 18 or2opercent. Ifsome wretched public analyst in this 
country were mean-spirited enough to place his services at the 
disposal of fraudulent butter factors, he would surely be brought 
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before the censors of the Institute of Great Britain and Ireland, 
of which Dr. Bell—can it be believed—is one. Tet the blood of 
every true Briton run hot by all means, but let it run hot 
against those that tacitly sanction fraud—that cause our 


‘purses to be cheated, and encourage negligence and idleness 


in our dairies. Mr. Torkington would find fit subjects for his 
wrath at Somerset House. 


THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT 


BOARD AND SOMERSET HOUSE. 





MR. CHARLES E. CASSAL, public analyst for the parish of 
St. George, Hanover Square, in his report for the quarter 
ending September 3oth, 1892, says of Somerset House :— 


During the previous quarter (ended on 30th June, 1892) proceedings 
were pending in one case of milk adulteration, and a case of baking 
powder adult rated with alum was under consideration, at the time 
that my report was printed and submitted to your Vestry. In the case 
‘of the baking powder, which had been certified to contain 9:06 per 
cent of alum, it was decided not to take proceedings in view of the 
special legal difficulties attending a prosecution, and more especially of 
the fact that the percentage of adulteration was a small one in so far 
as alum in baking powder is coccerned. 

_ The case of milk adulteration related to a sample certified to have 
had at least 12 per cent. of the original fat abstracted, and the sum- 
mons was ultimately dismissed. The sample was purchased by Mr. 
Dyke on the 24th of Way, was analysed immediately on its reception 
on the same day, and therefore when perfectly fresh, and on the 28th 
of May was certified by me to be adulterated to the extent stated. 
The Sale of Food and Drugs Acts Committee having ordered a prose- 
cution, the case first came before Mr. Sheil, at the Westminster Police 
Court, on the Ist July, when the defendant’s solicitor objected to the 
certificate, and, as allowed by the Act, asked that the reserved sample 
which is kept by the inspector, and which is a third of the quantity of 
milk purchased, should be sent to the analy-t at Somerset House. He 
also calied an analyst who was stated to have analysed a portion of 
what was alleged to te the same milk, viz., the portion left with the 
vendor by the inspector. With reference to this I have once more to 
point out that such evidence is not admissible, and that there is no 
provision for it in the Act, in which the course of procedure in disputed 
cases is clearly laid down. The objections to al'owing evidenze based 
upon analyses of what are alleged to be the samples left with vendors 
by the inspector are sufficiently obvious, and the only object 
of leaving such samples appears to be to afford the vendor an 
opportunity of satisfying himself as to their composition. The case 
was adjourned to the 22nd July, when the certificate from Somerset 
House was put in, This certificate, after stating that the sample was 
received at Som+rset House on the Ist July, z.e., five weeks after 
purchase, gave certain anal\ tical details, which ought never to appear 
in certificates, but which prove that the sample was completely 
decomposed and utterly beyond the reach of accurate analysis, and 
finally stated that * after making addition for natural loss arising from 
the change which has cccurred in the milk through keeping, we are of 
opinion that it is defi ient in fat to the extent of not less than five ner 
cent., and we are further of opinion that it contains added water.” 
A more complete demonstration of the futility of attempting to draw 
conclusions as to the composition of a milk when fresh from analyses 
of such milk when rotten could hardly be obiained than that 
which is afforded by this certificate, although no such demonstration 
is realy required, for, so far as I am aware, no qualified persons, 
with the exception of the Somerset House analyst, entertain a 
contrary opinion, and the absurdity of the thing has been proved 
again and again. In the course of my evidence I stated that 
the Somerset House analysis was useless, that my analyses proved 
that there was absolutely no added water in the milk, that the minimum 
limit for fat in milk, as adopted by the Society of Public Analysts 
and universally accepted, now even by Somerset House, was 3 per 
cent., and that on this limit the sample was deficient in fat at 
least to the extent stated. The analyst called by the defendant gave 
evidence in which he stated that he did not agree with the Society of 
Public Analysts’ limit, which he considered too stringent, and that he 
thought that the milk, although “ poor,”” might have been “ genuine.” 
He was of opinion that the milk contained no added water. It is to 
be noted that if the Somerset House certificate was to be accepted as 
reliable evidence, an offence had been committed and a conviction 
ought to have followed. The weight of evidence was, in my opinion, 
entirely in favour of the Vestry, for it was proved in Court that the 
only reliable analyses of milk are those made when it 1s fresh, and the 
only certificate based upon such analyses which, under the Act, should 
have been accepted by the magistrate was that of the public analyst. 
I regard it as exceedingly unfortunate that an opportunity was not 
afforded, by a further adjournment, of putting the analyst at Somerset 
House under cross examination, whereby the limit taken by him for 
fat could have been proved from the certificate in question to have 
been 3 per cent., and other matters of public interest could a'so have 
been elicited. 


The Committee of the St. George’s, Hanover Square, Vestry 
very properly addressed a letter to the President of the Local 








Government Board on the subject, of which the following is a 
copy :— 
PARISH OF ST. GEORGE, HANOVER SQUARE, 


Vestry Hall, Mount Street, W. 
29th August, 1892. 

Sir,—I have the honour to inform ‘you that the Committee of this 
Vestry appointed for the purpose of carrying out the Sale of Food and 
Drugs’ Acts have recently prosecuted a vendor of a sample of milk 
which had been certified by Mr. Cassal, the public analyst for the 
parish, to have had at Jeast 12 per cent. of the original fat abstracted. 
The case was first heard by Mr. Sheil, at the Westnfinster Police 
Court, on the 1st July last, when the defendant’s solicitor, with an 
analyst (Mr. Stokes). disputed the accuracy of the public analyst’s 
certificate, and asked that the inspector’s reserve sample should be 
sent to Somerset House for analysis, which course is allowed by the 
Act. This request the magistrate granted, and adjourned the case 
until the 22nd July. At the adjoumed hearing the magistrate had 
received the certificate from Somerset House, a copy of which is 
enclosed, from which it will be seen that it differs from that of the 
public analyst, but shows that the sample was adulterated, and there- 
fore that an offence was committed by the vendor of the sample, the 
fat abstraction being stated at not less than 5 per cent. With respect 
to this certificate the committee desire to point out that the sample 
was received by the Somerset House analysts on the Ist of July, five 
weeks after purchase, and that it must then have been quite decom- 
posed. The public analyst gave avidence confirming his certificate, 
and stated that it is not possible to arrive at a knowledge of the 
composition of a milk when fresh by an analysis of the mlk when 
it is decomposed, and that the milk analysed contained no added 
water whatever. The analyst called by the defendant’s solicitor 
gave evidence in which he disagreed roth with the public analyst 
and with the Somerset House analysts. The magistrate refused the 
application of the Vestry’s solicitor for the further adjournment of the 
case for further evidence, and for the attendance of the analysts at 
Somerset House, and dismissed the case with costs, and stated that he 
should not grant a case for the Superior Court, and that if a mandamus 
were applied for he should state that he had decided on a question of 
fact and not of law. ; 

The Committee of the Vestry are dissatisfied with the magistrate’s 
decision in tke case, and they have directed me to call your attention 
to the failure of justice which has occurred, and which the committee 
feel is owing partly to the proceedings of the Somerset House analysts 
and partly to the refusal of the magistrate to adjourn for evidence. 

By direction of the committee, I forward herewith copy of the 
minutes of the evidence in the case, the Somerset House analysts’ 
certificate, and all the correspondence that has reached me from the 
Vestry’s solicitors. 

The committee desire to point out that unless adequate punishment 
is inflicted for the sale as milk of milk from which fat has been 
abstracted, this form of fraud will soon become very prevalent among 
a certain class of dealers, and the loss to purchasers of milk, as well as 
the injury resulting to infants from its poorness in quality, would be 
most serious. 

The committee are anxious to properly and effectually carry out the 
Acts, which are intended for the ,rotection of the public against 
adulteration, and they would venture to suggest that the law should be 
so amended as to admit of justice being obtained in such cases as the 
one which is the subject of this letter. 

I have the honour to be, Sir, 
Your most obedient Servant, 
Jj. 4 SMITH,” * 
The Right Hon. H. H. Fowler, M.P., Vestry Clerk, 
President, Local Government Board. 


The Local Government Board have acknowledged the letter, 
stating that ‘‘ the matter is not one in which the Board can 
take any steps.” 

Here is acase in point, proving to the hilt our complaint 
that Somerset House is incompetent, and is unwittingly, or 
otherwise, actively abetting fraud. The astounding thing is 
that the Local Government Board should say the matter is not 
one in which the Board can take any steps. For what, in the 
name of common sense, does the Right Hon. H. H. Fowler, 
M.P., receive £2,000 yearly for, and Sir Walter Foster 
41,200? Is it todo a public work thoroughly, or to shelter 
ignorance and incapacity that has already cost the United 
Kingdom millions of pounds, and has inflicted well-nigh 
irreparable injury on our agricultural prosperity? We must, 
in all candour, express our regret at this action of Mr. Fowler. 
That it is mistaken and unpatriotic to the last degree the series 
of articles that have already appeared in this journal conclu- 
sively prove. The article on ‘° Somerset House and Butter,” 
in our present issue, is accurate in every word, and as un- 
answerable as it unfortunately is true. The question is so 
important that if Mr. Fowler does not understand it, which is 
apparently the case, he should take the trouble to do so, The 
evil has grown to be so great that for national reasons it 
cannot be allowed to be thus impertinently shelved. If 
Mr. Fowler desires peace for his office, and to avoid per- 
sistent questioning, as damaging as it is inconvenient, 
he must approach the consideration of a question of this 
character as a statesman --not as a peddling political attorney. 
It would be kind of Sir Walter Foster, who understands such 
questions, were he to take the trouble to instruct his chief, 
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SANITARY REPORTS. 





THE Report of the Public Health Committee of the Derby- 
shire County Council, submitted on October sth, teems with 
instances of objections on the part of Urban Sanitary 
Authorities to carry out their public trusts. Of the Alvaston 
and Boulton Local Board the Report says :— 


Your Committee regret that this Local Board, whilst admitting the 
existence of sewage pollution within their district, decline at the 
present time to commit themselves to any definite line of action for 
abating the nuisance. As this is a very serious matter, and notice has 
already been given to the adjoining Urban Sanitary Authority of the 
Borough of Derby of the intention of the Council to take proceedings 
against them under the Rivers Pollution Prevention Act, 1876, your 
Committee recommend that a similar notice, in accordance with the 
provisions of the said Act, be now served on the Alvaston and Boulton 
Local Board, with respect to the pollution of the Alvaston Brook, 


Of Ashbourne, the Public Health Committee say :— 


A report has been received from the County Medical Officer of 
Health, showing the very serious state of affairs within this district, 
as regards the water supply. the state of certain property, and the 
prevalence of nuisances arising from the keeping of animals. With 
regard to the water, it appears that out of four public sources of water 
supply within the district, only one can, with safety to health, be 
considered useable. Of the private wells, five taken as_ typical 
examples of the rest are so contaminated as to render them unfit for 
domestic purposes, one narrowly escapes condemnation, and one only 
can be declared free from: contamination. Much of the property is 
very defective as to drainage, and a number of houses, at the time the 
report was made, were absolutely unfit for human habitation. 


The, Report continues :— 


The Committee caused a sufficient number of copies of this report 
to be supplied to the Ashbourne Local Board, and that authority have 
arrived at the opinion that the time has come for taking some steps 
towards obtaining an improved water supply fi. r their district, and have 
requested Mr. Radf rd, of Nottingham, to test the capacity of certain 
springs, the water from which is reported by the medical officer of 
health to be organically pure. 

The other matters referred to in the report are also under considera- 
tion by the Board, who have resolved to take steps to have the nuis- 
ance complained of entirely removed. 

CHESTERFIELD.—Owing to the prevalence of small-pox at Chester- 
field, the Committee have instructed the medical officer of health to 
report to them on the steps that authority were taking to prevent the 
disease from spreading. .A number of recommendations were sent to 
the local medi al officer of health, and a summary of these has been 
forwarded to the local authority for their information. 

GLossop.—Reference was made in your Committee’s last report to 
certain matters of complaint within this district, and your Committee 
have been informed that the Town Council have referred the subject of 
the disposal of the sewage of the borough to a Special Committee 
appointed to make inquiries and to report thereon. 

He ANOR.—It appears from a report recei\ed that the local bye-laws 
of this district are practically obsolete, and the attention of the Board 
has been called to this matter. 

MATLOCK.—Your Committee have addressed a communication to 
this Board, suggesting the desirability of their uniting with Matlock 
Bath and Cromford for the purpose of forming a Joint Drainage Board, 
for dealing with the sewage of the whole district, and this matter is 
now under the consideration of the auttority. 

WHITTINGTON. — The attention of your Committee has been called 
to the unsatisfactory state of this district with regard to scavenging, 
and theipresence of middens which are uncovered and below the ground 
level. The attention of the Board has been called to this matter, but 
at present no reply has been received. The district is already provided 
with an efficient s werage svstem, but the authority do not take full 
advantage thereof. A copy of the report has been sent, and the advisa- 
bility poiuted out to them of adopting the water carriage system of 
excrem nt removal. 

WIRKSWORTH.— Experiments have been made by the medical officer 
cf health on behalf of the Wirksworth Local Board to assist them in 
coming to a conclusion as to which of two systems of sewage disposal 
is the most suitable for their district. .A report has been laid before 
the authority, and it is hoped that they will shortly see their way to 
adopting the better scheme. ' 


RURAL AUTHORITIES. 


BAKEWELL.—A turther report on the water for the parish of Elton 
has been laid before this Board, and your Committee have pleasure in 
stating that the sanitary authority have given instructions to an 
engineer to make a full report on the best mode and means of supply- 
ing Elton with water. 

Bk&LPER.—There has been for some time past a serious outbreak of 
typhoid fever in the parish of Wingfield w thin the district of this 
authority, and a repo:t on the district has bern submitted to your 
Committee. From such report it is clearly shown that it was due to 
the contamination of the subsoil water, which was used for drinking 
purposes, with typhoid bacilli. A proper water supply appears to be 
necessary for this district ; at the same iime temporary measure to stamp 
out the disease, to be adopted until the new water supply is obtained, are 
pointed out in the report which has been forwarded to the local 
authority. 

SHARDLOW.—Ip the report submitted to the Council in Ja-:uary 
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last, reference was made to the pollution of the River Erewash by the 
sewage of Sandiacre and Stapleford. The attention of the authority 
has been called to this, but your Committee regret that the reply 
received by them is not considered at all satisfactory, and it is now 
recommended that notice be served on the Shardlow Authority under 
the provisions of the Rivers Pollution Prevention Act, 1876, wiih a 
view to proceedings being taken, unless the pollution is abated. — 

Worksop.—A report on the analyses of a number of drinking 
waters taken from this district has been submitted to your Committee, 
and a copy has been forwarded to the Worksop Board of Guardians. 
Your Committee are pleased to learn that a »eport respecting the water 
supply of the whole of the district has been prepared and submitted to 
the Board by Mr. Eaton, of Sheffield. 

IRWELL AND MERSEY JOINT COMMITTEE.—At the suggestion of 
this Joint Committee communications have been addressed to several 
mill-owners land manufacturers on the banks of the Rivers Goyt and 
Etherow and their tributaries, calling attention to various pollutions, 
Your Committee have very great pleasure in stating that these com- 
munications have been met in a satisfactory manner, and the Irwell and 
Mersey Joint Committee have written expressing their thanks to the 
Council for the steps that have been taken with regard to this. 

INFECTIOUS DisEAsES (NOTIFICATION) AcT.—Your Committee 
have caused a memorandum to be prepared and circulated amongst all 
urban and rural authorities within the county, callng t'e attention 
of such authorities to the advantag’s to be derived fiom the adoption 
of this Act, anda copy of this memorandum, containmng suggestions as 
to the best system of carrying it into effect, is annexed to this report. 

RIVERS POLLUTION PREVENTION Act.—It will be within the recol- 
lection of the Counci? thar notices under the above Act have already 
been served on the boroughs of Derby and Burton-upon-Trent, and the 
Ashby-de-la-Zouch Rural S nitary Authority, and as above appears, it 
is now recommended that further notices under this Act shall be given. 
Ycur Committee feel that they should be in a position to commence 
and prosecute legal proceedings in such cases as they may consider 
necessary where the prescribed notices under the Act have been given 
by order of the Council, and the prescribed time for taking proceedings 
has elapsed, and it is now recommended that the Counci! do authorise 
and empower your Committee to take and prosecute all such legal 
proceedings in the name of the Council, without the necessity of delay- 
ing such matters until the meeting of the Council, after expiration of 
the notices, and further, that, in such cases your Comm ttee be autho- 
rised to take all necessary steps in the proceedings by way of employing 
counsel, expert witnesses, or otherwise, as they may deem necessary. 
In all proceedings under this Act it is absolutely necessary that very 
great care should be taken in preparing evidence as to pollutions, and 
in order to obtain such evidence, it sometimes becom:s necessary to 
take frequent samples at a given point in a river or stream for a certain 
period, in order that the pollution may be proved beyond all question 
of doubt. In other cases, offending parties are careful not to pollute 
the rivers and streams if they are aware of any approaching visit from 
the med'cal officer, and the pollution frequently takes place during the 
night time, or early morning, when it can only be detected by a person 
actually engaged on the spot. In order to be prepared with proper 
evidence in all the various cases in which proceedings are now pending, 
your Committee recommend the temporary employment of a river 
watcher, who should be a man to whom such work as above mentioned 
could be entrusted. He should be possessed of tact and discretion, 
and should be capable of giving clear and intelligible evidence when 
c-lled upon. Your Committee therefore recommend that they may be 
allowed to employ such a person, and that he be paid a salary not 
exceeding £2 per week. His engagement to be subject to one month’s 
notice. 


sso 


THE PRESTON SLINK MEAT TRADE.— The special com- 
mittee appointed by the Preston Town Council on the 31st 
March last, and styled the ‘‘ Sanitary Investigation. Com- 
mittee,’’ have issued their report, many witnesses having been 
examined, and a vast mass of evidencetaken. The committee 
find that “It is a fact that large quantities of bad meat 
are brought into Preston market, and they are of opinion that 
changes are required in the sanitary arrangements of the 
borough. They are further of opinion that the sanitary officers 
have not performed their duty,” and they therefore make the 
following recommendation, which will be considered by the 
Town Council at their next meeting :—‘‘ That Alonzo Savage 
be dismissed from the office of sanitary inspector for unsound 
meat cases ; that a veterinary surgeon be called in by the meat 
inspector to advise upon any doubtful case of unsound meat 
or stock, if thought necessary in the opinion of the medical 
officer of health; andthat due effect be given to the recom- 
mendation of the Markets Committee, that one or more public 
abattoirs be provided, and that such committee be authorised 
to prepare and submit plans for public abattoirs.’’ The report 
concludes with the expression of an opinion that the smoke 
nuisance has not received sufficient attention, and that 
measures ought to be taken at once to abate the particular 
nuisance of the destructor chimney. 
es 
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ANALYSTS’ REPORTS. 


' THE public analyst to the Essex County Council reported that 
during the past three months he had analysed 156 samples of 
food, &c., of which 17, or 10°9 per cent., have been certified as 
adulterated. He complained: “The dilution of milk appears 
to be practised as much as ever, for about one out of every 
four samples analysed by me last quarter was found to be 
adulterated ; this fraud is not confined to any one district, and 
it is as frequent in the rural as the metropolitan portions of 
the county. As small fines have not acted as deterrents, it 
would be well if the justices could be induced to try the effect 
of severer penalties for offences of this nature.’’ “Councillor 
Warner said this milk adulteration question meant thousands 
a-yeat out of the pockets of the farmers, and ought to be 
attended to. It was resolved that the report be sent round to 
all the Benches of Magistrates, and their attention be specially 
called to the paragraph in question. 


AT the same meeting the Parliamentary Committee, acting 
upon letters received from the Westmoreland County Council, 
recommended that this Council petition the Chairman of the 
Board of Agriculture to use his influence in promoting Bills to 
compel vendors of foreign meat to label it as such when ex- 
posing it for sale; and to compel all foreign cattle, sheep, and 
swine to be kept 14 days in quarantine at the ports of landing 
in England, and that no hay, straw, or bedding be allowed to 
come into England from any country affected with pleuro- 
pneumonia, foot-and-mouth disease, or swine fever. Alder- 
man Lawrence Marriage, speaking on the first point, that of 
‘‘ labelling meat,’’ was very muchinfavour of it. Atthe West 
end of London meat was sold as ‘‘ Scotch,’’ while one-tenth or 
a twentieth was nothing of the kind, but was foreign. The 
toys for children, from abroad, were labelled — why not 
meat? Talk about agricultural depression and its remedies ! 
he believed this would be one of the best remedies that could 
be found. Councillor Burrows wanted to know how it could 
be carried out—would every joint have to be labelled? Alder- 
man Marriage: That would be a matter of detail. Councillor 
Colonel Lockwood, M.P., thought the Minister of Agriculture 
could be left to deal with it. Councillor Brooks demurred to 
the latter portion of the committee’s recommendation as to 
quarantining cattle, &c., as, for one thing, it would add 
enormously to the cost of the animals ; and, again, the Board 
of Agriculture had ample powers up to prohibiting the 
importation of beasts from countries where they were known 
to be infected. He moved the omission of that portion of the 
clause. Councillor East seconded. The amendment was 
lost, and the recommendation carried in its entirety. 





THE county analyst for Norfolk reported that he had ex- 
amined four samples of milk from Dereham, and found three 
genuine, and that from the other 11 per cent. of fat had been 
abstracted. Four other samples sent in by the police were 
genuine, and three adulterated ; three samples of butter sent in 
were genuine. Mr. Beeton suggested that, in view of a visit of 
the cholera next year (laughter), steps should be taken to 
analyse the water. Lord Kimberley said it was the duty of 
the sanitary authorities to see to this. Mr. Beeton: But they 
don’t do it. Lord Kimberley; That is so, I daresay. Mr. 
Sapwell said it was a pity that only three samples of butter 
should have been analysed. There ought to have been 30 or 
300 (hear, hear). The Chairman: Then you would have to 
pay for it. Mr. Sapwell: Of course we must. The report was 
adopted, Mr. Elwin observing, in answer to a question, that 
there was a prosecution in the Dereham milk case. 


SS EDDIE 
THE IMPURE MUSTARD PROSECUTION. 


To the Editor of Food, DRUGS, AND DRINK. 


Str,—In your issue of the 22nd inst. is reported al conviction 
for selling impure mustard. Mr. Vachell is referred to as having 
quoted the British Pharmacopeeia, to show that it contains 
wheat flour, cayenne, and turmerie (page 867). The British 
Pharmacopeia does not contain 867 pages. That of 1867 
contains 434, and that of 1885, 536 pages. Neither of them 
mention either of the above-named bodies. They simply say, 
‘The decoction cooled is not made blue by tincture of iodine.” 
Comment is superfluous. 
Yours faithfully, 

E. B. TRUMAN. 
Borough Analyst’s Laboratory, 


University College, Nottingham, 
25th October. 1892. 








FOOD ADULTERATION AT DUDLEY. 





WE have not heard of any movement yet on the part of the 
Town Council of Dudley to stop the public swindling com- 
plained of by Mr. Woods and other Dudley grocers, by 
dealers who sell adulterated articles of food. In Dudley the 
public are robbed by the connivance of their local rulers. In 
other parts of the country the public are protected. For 
instance, North Staffordshire shows 226 samples taken for 
analysis last quarter. The efforts to repress adulteration 
made by Mr. E. W. H. Knight, Inspector under the Food and 
Drugs Act for North Staffordshire, shows the adulteration is 
effectually coped with and that sale of fraudulent articles of 
food is being gradually stamped out. South Staffordshire 
shows 143 samples taken by Mr. John Edward Morris, In- 
spector under the Food and Drugs Acts, with 15 adulterated, 
another good percentage of samples. Indeed, the adultera- 
tion percentage as shown in the report of Mr. E. W. T. Jones, 
public analyst, Wolverhampton, has fallen to be only 5°15 per 
cent, last quarter. The previous quarter it reached 7°12 per 
cent., and in the quarter preceding that, 14°24 per cent. 
showing at a glance how the taking of a large number of 
samples compels traders to sell pure food. In his report on» 
the question, Mr. Jones says :— 


The first Act of Parliament to deal with the repression of general 
adulteration of food was the Adulteration of Food Act, 1872. 1 
was appointed an officer under this Act in 1873, and my analy es for 
that year shewed adulteration to the extent of 54 per cent. of the 
samples submitted ; for the following year (1874) 47°6 per cent. of the 
samples were adulterated. In 1875, the Adulteration of Food Act, 
1872, was repealed, and the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875,—with 
larger powers and better provisions—came into operat on, and in 1879 
an Amendment Act was passed. Since then—-where these powers 
have been used—adulteration has steadily decreased ; thus, in Stafford- 
shire, as I have said, in 1873 the percentage of samples adulterated 
was 54, whereas for last quarter it was 7°12, and for this quarter it is 
only 5‘I5. 

It 1s a popular idea that the number of prosecutions is the correct 
index of the work against adulteration, but I hold that this is quite a 
mistake, and that the only correct way of judging is by the number 
aad character of the articles purchased, for as more vigilance is 
exercised, so wil! the prosecutions in time lessen; just as the presence 
of policemen tend to prevent a breach of the peace, so does the con- 
tinued action of the Food Inspectors tend to check the sale of 
adulterated articles. I fear, however, evasion is sometimes successful; 
forcibly in my mind is one article, ‘‘ Margarine,’’ which [ believe is 
often a means of fraud in its substitution for and at the price of genuine 
butter; yet during this quarter out of 18 purchases not one is wrong. 
Butter will never be protected until it ts made penal not to sell 
Margarine uncolored or else specially colored. 

Referring now more particularly to the work of this last quarter, it 
will be seen from the appendix that a pretty comprehensive list of 
articles is presented, and yet be it said for the credit of the county 
there is no special aduiteration to draw our attention to. Five 
chicoried coffees out of 59, 3 diluted spirit—no adulteration, except 
water. Six mi'ks out of 132, and here 1 may say that, to keep right, 
this alone as the most important article of diet for children and 
invalids, and being so easily adulterated, is worth all the efforts we 
have expended under the Act. 


We commend Mr. Jones’ opinion to the Dudley authorities, 
hoping it will have some effect in stimulating them to action. 


SOS 
LINCOLNSHIRE AND THE ADULTERA- 
TION ACTS. 


As it is with the Holland division of Lincolnshire so itis with 
Kesteven. Twenty samples in all for the quarter were taken 
in the county district of Kesteven—fourteen of them spirits 
and the remaining six coffee. Little wonder the country is 
the happy hunting ground of every thief who mixes 25 per cent. 
of margarine in butter and sells it as pure, and vends as cocoa 
substances that contain but 20 to 25 percent. of the real 
article, It is time the country hada Minister of Public Health 
and that the Adulteration Acts were strengthened and their 
execution vested in his office. Until that be done, careless, 
ignorant and unpatriotic bodies, like the Kesteven County 
Council, will continue to foster fraud, and assist in ruining 
Engush agriculture. Mr. Charles E. Cassal, the public 
analyst, says :—— 

I am of opinion that the number of samples submitted for analysis is 
very inadequate for such an important division as the administrative 
county of the parts of Kesteven. During the year ended on the 31st 
of March last, only 87 sample; of all kinds were submitted. If adul- 
teration is to be successfully grappled with, more sainples must be 
taken. 

We agree with Mr. Cassal, but we would go further and say, 
that, if thievery is not to be at a premium in the district, the 
Kesteven County Council must arouse themselves to an 
adequate perception of their duty to the public, They have 
not yet done so. 
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HACKNEY.—THE MEDICAL OFFICER 
OF HEALTH & PUBLIC ANALYST. 


SOME weeks ago we had occasion to refer to the case of 
Sunderland and the combined appointment of Medical Officer 
of Health and Public Analyst. We complained that such 
appointments caused the Adulteration Acts to be burked ; 
that they were injurious to the public, to medical officers of 
health, and to public analysts. To an inquiry addressed by 
us to the Hackney Board of Works, we have received the 
following reply :— 


Board of Works for the Hackney District, 
Town Hall, Hackney, N.E., 
21st October, 1892. 


{ MEDICAL OFFICER OF HEALTH AND PUBLIC ANALYST. 


- Dear Sir,—I am in receipt of your letter of the 19th inst., 7e above, 
and in reply have to state that the matter has not yet been decided by 
the board. 

Yours faithfully, 
RICHARD ELLIS. 
The Editor Food, Drugs, and Drink, 
183, Strand, W.C. 


It would seem, therefore, that such an appeal is contemplated. 
It is clearly the duty of the Local Government Board, should 
it be made, to refuse to sanctionit? The offices have really 
nothing in common. Food analysis is in itself the study of a 
lifetime for the most exceptionally gifted chemist, and the care 
of the health of a population of some 190,000 persons, such as 
Hackney contains, would not permit a medical officer who is 
capable of accurate food analysis to do justice to the sanitary 
requirements of the district and the food supply. One or the 
other must suffer. In the past both have so suffered, the 
number of samples taken for analysis being utterly inadequate. 
To our own personal knowledge the amount of adulterated 
articles that are soldin Hackney as pure isenormous. Scarcely 
any samples of butter are taken, and none whatever of several 
other articles. Spurious condensed milks are the rule, and the 
poor of Hackney are robbed shamefully. In the interests of 
the poor the Hackney Board of Works should separate the 
offices—give the sanitary work to a man whose qualifications 
would enable him to do his duty to the inhabitants, and the 
public analyst’s work to a properly qualified public analyst. 


SS SDOO SSS 
MR. BIRON’S RIDICULOUS FINES. 


At Lambeth Police Court, on the 20th inst., H. B. Knight, Brank- 
some Road, Acre Lane, Brixton, was suuwmoned by Inspector Wiggs, 
on behalf of the Lambeth Vestry, for baving sold coffee containing 50 
per cent. of chicory. The coffee was so.d at Is. per pound. Mr, Biron 
fined the defendant 20s. and I2s. 6d. costs. 

At the same court, Alfred Marsh, of Combermere Road, Stock- 
well, was charged with selling coffee containing 60 per cent. of 
added chicory, fined tos. and 12s. 6d. costs. 

A further summons charged Alfied Marsh with having sold as butter 
a substance containing 80 per cent. of margarine, Fined ros. and 
12s, 6d. costs. 

Henry Dowdell, Landor Road, Brixton, was fined 2s. 6d. and I2s. 6d. 
costs, for selling pepper adulterated with 50 per cent. of rice flour; and 
William Smith, of Railton Road, Brixton, was fined 10s. and 12s. 6d. 
costs for selling milk adulterated to the extent of 10 per cent. added 
water. 

We direct the attention of the Associated Chamber of Agricultnre 
to this ridiculous penalty for butter adulteration, as it is high time 
that representations were made to the Lord Chancellor about magis- 
trates who thus fail to realise the gravity of the fraud involved in such 
practices. Such fines encourage the sale of margarine as butter and 
injure English agriculture. They are no deterrent to adulteration, 
because the offenders can easily recoup themselves by the sale of a very 
few pounds of adulterated articles. 


Sa SSO 


CAN CHOLERA BE IMPORTED IN Hops?—Mr. George 
White, M.A., of Congelow, Kent, writes: —‘‘ The medically 
certified death from cholera of a potato merchant at March, in 
Cambridgeshire, who has recently had consignments of fruit 
from Hamburg, shows that every precaution should be used 
with reference to the importation of foreign hops from infected 
districts on the Continent. Ifthe germs of cholera can be 
conveyed in baskets, how much more would hop-pocketing 
carry the dreadful scourge from the foreign cloth factory 
(should cholera have appeared in its midst) into the dense 
population of the Borough of Southwark, where contagion 
would rapidly spread! Ifthe ‘‘ Correspondents’’ of English 
newspapers are fumigated on their arrival at foreign ports, 
surely foreign bales should receive similar treatment in this 
country.” 








SANITARY NOTES. 


At Lambeth Police Court, on the 21st inst., the authorities of the 
London School Board were summoned, under the provisions of the 
Public Health Act, by the Lambeth Vestry for having allowed certain 
out-houses at the South Lambeth Road Board School to be mm a foul 
state and dangerous to health. An application was made by a gentleman, 
who represented the board, for an adjournment, on the ground that 
the work ordered by the officer of heath to the vestry was being 
carried out, but would take some further time to complete it. On 
these grounds Mr. Biron allowed an adjournment of the case for a 
fortnight. s 








AT the same court, 01 the rgth inst., Charles Armsdale, 7, Priory 
Grove, South Lamb th, was summoned for the third time before Mr. 
Hopkins for wilfully neglecting to comply with an oider to provide six 
houses in White Square, Clapham, with proper sanitary arrangements. 
Mr. W. W. Young prosecuted on behalf of the local authorities, 
and said the houses mentioned were the worst-in Clapham. They 
were in a most dilapidated condition, and would probably be soon 
pulled down. The defendant had been repeatedly cautioned, but 
appeared to take no trouble in the matter. The defendant, an elderly 


man, said he believed the sanitary inspector had a spite against him. 


He had done his best to put the houses in order. Mr. Hopkins 
imposed a fine of £21 and costs, and remarked that he was lucky to 
get off with that, as he might have been fined in the aggregate £400. 


THE Sanitary Committee of the Oldham Corporation are in need of 
some stimulus to assist them in keeping the houses of the poor in order. 
An inquest held there recently on the body of an ilegitimate child 
which had died through inability to assimilate its food, revealed the 
fact that the child’s mother lived in a cellar, on one side of which was 
another empty c<llar, and on the other a disused stable. The slopstone 
pipe was in direct communication with the sewer. J 
stopped up, and, according to the people in the house, it lad been for 
some months, so that presumably the sewage matter was getting its 
way to the foundation below the flags. The opinion of Dr. Hodgson, 
the physician in the case, that the child’s milk had been poisoned by 
sewage gas is the probable explanation of the unfortunate infant’s 
death; but what is the sanitary committee of an important town lke 
Oldham doing to permit such a scandalously foul den to be inhabited ? 

WILLIAM SMITH, of Church Vale, the owner of certain property at 
368, 370, and 372, High Street. has been summoned by the West 
Bromwich Corporation, under the Public Health Act, for having a 
nuisance in the shape of a choked privy cesspool, and an imperfect 
privy and ashpit, and also with having insufficient privy accommoda- 
tion at the properties in question. Mr. Clarke, the inspector of nuis- 
ances, said the cesspool was choked up, and the contents of the closets 
were bursting up from the ground in the middle of the yard. In order 
to remove the nuisance the cesspool should be filled up, the privy con- 
verted into a water-closet, and another water-closet erected. At one 
time there were 26 people to one privy. In the course of argument it 
was remarked that the work required to be done would cost £20. The 
stipendiary said that if that was-all it would cost he thought it would 
be well for the owner to do the work. Eventually he adjourned the 


case for a fortnight in order that the parties might see what arrange- . 


ments they could make. If in a fortnight hence the case was still 
unsettled he would hear it fully and consider all the technical paints 
raised. 





THE Gainsborough correspondent of the J/anchester Guardian states 
that an alarming discovery has been made in the public school of 
Owston Ferry, near Gainsborough. The schoolmaster, Mr. John 
Frewin, has lost three children from typhoid, and the children generally 
in the village have suffered from ill-health to an abnormal degree. 
The sanitary inspector of the Gainsborough Rural Authority has 
examined the national school and the three houses connected there- 
with at Owston Ferry, and found the drains blocked up. The drains, 
which had simply brick sides and stone covers, were not only stopped, 
but they had formed a communication with a pit inside the school, dug 
to receive the clock weights, and the case of the school clock was 
really acting as a sewer ven ilater. An order has been given for the 
defects to be thoroughly rémedied, and the work is in progress. 

EsTHER WRIGHT, of North Lane, was summoned at the instance of 
the Faversham Urban Sanitary Authority for exposing her child in 
West Street, whilst suffering from scarlet fever, on the 6th September. 
She p'eaded guilty. She was warned not to take the child into the 
public street, and yet she persisted in doing so. She was fined Io0s., 
including costs, though she was liable to a penalty of £5. 








Avr Worcester, Eli Edward Griffiths, of Bank Stre t, was summoned 
for exposing his child at the Rising Sun Inn, while suffering from 
scarlet fever. On September 9th the medical officer called at the 
house and found Mr. Griffiths was away, and Mrs. Griffiths was also 
away through illness. He found the child in the bar, and on looking 
at her hand found it ‘‘ peeling.” He warned the servant to isolate the 
child. He appealed to the bench and the public to support the 
Health Committee in preventing the spread of disease, remarking that 
at present there was a very considerable though not serious epidemic 
of scarlet fever. The bench fined defendant 5s. and costs, £1 18s. 6d., 
hoping the case would prove a warning to others. 

AT Westminster, on the 20th inst., Miss Ann Gardner, the owner of 
33, 35, 37, and 39, Chapter Street, was summoned by the vestry of 


The pipe was also” 
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St. Margaret and St. John, Westminster, for failing to obey orders 
made by Mr. De Rutzen in August last to do essential sanitary 
repairs. Mr. Warrington Rogers prosecuted for the Vestry. Lighifoot, 
one of the sanitary inspectors, proved that nothing had been done since 
the orders were made. Defendant said she maintained that there was 
nothing to do. She told Mr. De Rutzen she would nct do the work, 
and that she did not intend to. That was plain English. She lived 
in one of the houses, and what was good enough for her was good 
enough for her tenants. Mr. Rogers asked for penalties. Mr. Sheil 
ordered the defendant to pay penalties amounting to £32, and all the 
costs. He warned her that if the orders were not at once obeyed the 
full penaliy of £1 a day in respect of each house would be enforced. 





THE Plymouth Guardians rejoice in the possession of an Infectious 
Diseases Hospital which is ‘not fit to put a dogin.”” Dr. Thomas, 
their medical officer, gives this as his experience of the place, which he 
told them last week isina deplorable state. ‘‘ The closets were in a bad 
condition. There was a heap of refuse outside the building which was 
a source of danger, as when the wind blew in a certain condition it 
wafted the smell towards the workhouse. Something ought certainly 
to be done in the matter.’””’ The Guardians discussed the situation 
thus disclosed, and in the midst of the discussion another physician, 


_+ Dr. Square, arrived, and he told the Guardians that ‘If the place were 


allowed to continue in its present state it would do them much harm. 
The hospital could not be used at present. All the contents of the 
earth closets had been put up against the wall of the building. That 
was not a condition of sanitation they ought to have in a public 
hospital.”” So we think, and we also think that instead of squabbling 
over this vital matter, the Guardians should set about building a new 
hospital at once. 


——-s2sn0¢s35-—— 
POISONED BY A DRUGGIST’S MISTAKE. 





THE following case illustrates the necessity for the adoption 
by the Government of a specially shaped bottle for containing 
poisons, and shows that the use of such a special vessel should 
be made compulsory on chemists and druggists. At the 
Coleraine Petty Sessions, on the 7th inst.— 


_ James Mullan, grocer and druggist, Castlerock, was charged with 
having, by negligently selling a quantity of tartar emetic in mistake 
for tartaric acid, unlawfuliy caused the death of the male child of 
David and Sarah Gardner, of Lifford, on the 25th August. Mr. B. H. 
Lane, S. C. S., prosecuted, and Mr. R. Hunter defended. It appeared 
from the evidence of a large number of witnesses that on the 8th 
August Mullan sold a quantity of tartar emetic, in mistake for tartaric 
acid, to a messenger from the house of Rey. Dr. Irwin, Presbyterian 
minister, whose daughter wanted the acid to prepare a summer drink. 
The Irwin household all partook of the liquid so prepared and soon 
became ill, but in no case did a fatal result follow. Mrs. Gardner, who 
was acting as charwoman at the time, and shared in the supposed 
beverage, was on the 21st August confined of a child which at first 
appeared healthy. Two days later it was seized with diarrhoea, and, 
after taking the mother’s milk, fits supervened. On the 26th it died 
in convulsions. After interment, by order of the coroner the body was 
exhumed and the intestines analysed by Professor Leebody, of Derry, 
who found traces of antimony in the liver and kidneys, the quantity, 
however, very small. Dr. Steel, dispensary officer, Articlave, stated 
that the death of the child was caus-d by congestion of the organs 
mentioned and the effects on the nervous system and brain. The 
chairman, after a consultation, said the Bench by a small majority 
decided to send the case for trial to the Derry Assizes. Bail was 
fixed for Mr. Mullan’s appearance at £50 and two sureties of £25 each. 
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FOOD PROSECUTIONS. 


FISH, 


At the City Police Court, Manchester, on the 19th inst., James 
Gibson, fish salesman, Shudehill Market, appeared in answer to sum- 
monses issued under the provisions of the Public Health Act for 
having in his possession and exposed for sale a quantity of mackerel 
which were unfit for human food. Mr, Miller (of the Town Clerk’s 
department) said that on the 20th of September a consignment of 30 
boxes of mackerel was delivered by the London and North-Westem 
Railway Company to a fish salesman in Shudehill Market. That 
gentleman examined them, and refused to accept delivery on the ground 
that the fish were bad. It was afterwards discovered that the defendant 
had sold the same fish, and proceedings were then instituted against 
him. Inspector Atkinson deposed to seizing the fish on the defen- 
dant’s stall, and to their afterwards being destroyed as unfit for food 
under a magistrate’s order. The defendant based his defence on the 
fact that the company had authorised him in writing to sell the fish on 
their behalf, to cover the cost of freightage. He was under the im- 
pression that the fish could be made wholesome by being washed and 
put in ice. The reason they looked so bad was because they had been 
roughly used in transit. In the end the bench inflicted a fine of 40s. 


and costs. 
MEAT. 


_ William Phillips, butcher, Warrington, wis charged, on the 17th 
inst., with having been in possession of unwholesome meat, and which 
was totally unfit for food. Inspector Norman said he visited the 
slaughter-house of Joseph Shaw in Bank Street, and in a cellar there 
found the carcase of a calf dressed in the usual way for sale. He 
examined it and found it unfit for food. The carcase was evidently 
that of a premature calf, and had been blown. This blowing was a 
very dangerous practice, as no one could say whether the blower was 
a healthy or unhealthy man. In some towns there were bylaws to 
prohibit blowing. Defendant said he had\bought the carcase for 2s., 
and it weigred only 27lbs, Mr. Joseph Shaw, butcher, Bridge Street, 
said the carcase was put on his premises without his permission, The 
defendant had no right there whatever. Dr. Gornallalso gave evidence, 
and said the meat was unfit for food. Mr. F. Monks (presiding 
magistrate) said they considered it a very serious offence, and the 
defendant would have to go to gaol for three months without the 
opti'n of a fine. [We heartily commend the action of the magistrates. 
Hor these offences fines are no deterrent ] 


HAM. 


Charles Willis, a ham and beef shopkeeper, of 311, Old Kent Road, 
was summoned at the instance of William Henry Groom, sanitary 
inspector to the vestry of Camberwell, for having on Oct. 4 last sold 
meat unfit for the food of man, contrary to the provisions of the Public 
Health Act, 1891. Samuel Painter, a labourer, stated that he entered 
the defendant’s shop on the night of Oct. 4, and asked the price of a 
knucklebone of ham which he saw in the window. Defendant asked 
tod. for it, but witness said he could only give 6d., and that sum the 
defendant accepted. He had the ham boiled, and it was found to be 
quite rotten and maggotty. He took it back to the shop, but defendant 
would not exchange the meat, but offered to make a rebate of 3d. 
This he refused to take, and called a police-constable. by whose advice 
he took the stuff to the vestry-hall at Camberwell, where he saw In- 
spector Groom. The latter visited at once defendant’s premises, where 
he found a quantity of other unsound meat. The place was not 
cleanly. Mr. Bordman urged that there was no guilty knowledge on 
defendant’s part. Mr. Dickenson said he looked upon the case as 
fully proved, and regarded the offence as a most serious one. Defendant 
under t'e Act had rendered himself liable to a penalty of £50. As a 
warning to traders defendant must pay a fine of £10 and costs. 
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CapsuRy’s CocoA contains in a condensed and increased form all the nourishing properties of the Cocoa Bean, the proportion of flesh- 
forming ingredi:nts being 21I—as compared with 13—in natural Cocoa (cocoa-nibs), and the me2gre proportion of 6 in the ordinary Cocoas 
of Commerce prepared with added Starch and Sugar. CApBURY’s Cocoa is AssoLuTELY PURE aod always alike in quality.— Zhe 
Analyst. 

Priuted for the Proprietors and Published by ALFRED Parsons, for the Foop, DRUGS. AND DRINK NEWSPAPER COMPANY, at their Office, 183, Strand, London, W.¢- 
All communications to be addressed the Editor, 
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Crosse & Blackwell’ Ss 
PICKLES, SAUCES, MALT VINEGAR 


JAMS, SOUPS, & POTTED MEATS 


MAY BE OBTAINED FROM ALL GROCERS THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. 
CROSSE & BLACKWELL, LIMITED, SOHO SQUARE, LONDON. 


Cadbury’s Cocoa Essence. 


The Manufacturers of this Preparation of Cocoa claim that it 


Is ABSOLUTELY PURE, 


And that it has no superior in the market, as far as Wholesomeness, Bukit, Economy 
and Agreeableness go. 


Many of the Dutch Cocoas, with which the English market is flooded, are preparations of Cocoa 
combined with strong and injurious alkalies, and are, therefore, not wholesome ; while they are not so 
cheap as they are represented to be, because, when mixed wi thwater, they give in plain English A 
SOAP, the alkalies helping to give an appearance of fictitious strength. CADBURY BROTHERS earnestly 
appeal to the Medical Profession to discountenance the use of these foreign, adulterated, perfumed 
Cocoas, and to encourage the consumption of pure home-made preparations, like their Cocoa Essence, 
which has received the which has received the unqualified suppor of large numbers of eminent Physicians and See tee 


RAWLINGS’ MINERAL WATERS 


AS SUPPLIED TO 


EP s-MAIHSTY eee | QU BEN. 


GINGER BEER AS BREWED JHE LAST HUNDRED YEARS, 


IN STONE BOTTLES AND CASKS. 


~GOLD MEDALLISE FOR PURITY & EXCELLENCE. 


HD. RAWLINGS, LIMITED. 


NASSAU STREET, LONDON, W. 
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LOCKSTITCH SEWING MACHINE. 


BEST. 97s CHEAPEST, 











BEST, 
BEST, CHEAPEST. 
PRESS OPINIONS :— 
The “Times,” April 14, 1891.— 
SO- A | |. “*So-All’? is a marvellous machire, 
well and soundly constructed.” 
The “Lady,” August 27, 1891— 
SO- A L i “The ‘So-All’ is undoubtedly the 
: 2 ates =i best cowry eee an 
: t te ine is ¢ 
——) SO- A i 1 eh E Gneet interest te ee and 
eee philanthropists.” 
“ Weldon’s Illustrated Dressmaker,” 
SO-AL [ August 8, 1891.—“ A well-made ard 


thoroug ghly satisfactory machine, per- 























ful machine for the price, and I would 
commend it to my young lady readers 


S O- A L [. especially.” 


“ Dublin Fr eeman’ s Journal,’ 
August 8, 1891.—* Well adapted for 
S O 3 A i. tee domestic and the lighter manufactur- 
ing purposes.” 
rar] ** Financial News.”—“ The ‘ So-All’ 
LA MAGHAN BBA SO- A [ L. is likely to make rapid headway in 
public estimation.” 


A "A. PERFECT FAMILY SEWING MACHINE. 
3, OXFORD STREET, S.W. 











Cr uel G heapness. 


ly tl ords apply to the low-priced Baking Powders sold, containing in some instances a quarter of their bulk ALUM. 
(amet iirs ocd Paiaintee it are SERIOUSLY INJURED, and children ‘taking it day by day suffer from indigestion in its 


worst form. CRUEL CHEAPNES S— 


because the persons using it have no idea of hurtful effects. 


FREEMAN'S BAKING AND EGG POWDER 


t NO ALUM or any injurious ingredient, and has had a sale allover the kingdom for twenty-two years. 
re ieee Chemise: testify to its : strength and purity. PROPRIETORS’ cuarantee on each BOX. 


x=" Sold by every London Wholesale House at List Prices. Lists on application. 


FREEMAN & HILDYARD, LONDON, S.E. 


Liverpool Branch—60, Stanley Street. Birmingham Branch—47, Soho Hill. 
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Morris Patent “Circulating” Filter, 


AS SUPPLIED TO THE ADMIRALTY. 


Pronounced by the Medical Profession and Experts on Water to be the most scientifically 
perfect Filter ever offered to the Public. 


Patentees :-THE MORRIS TUBE COMPANY, LTD, 
11, HAYMARKET, LONDON, S.W. 


CHEAPEST, 


fectly adapted for dressmaking and 
SO -A L is household use. It is really a wonder- - 
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ALUM IN BAKING POWDER. ' 


THE following delicious 
Grocer, Oct. 29th :— 


ALUM IN BAKING POWDER. 


Sir,—‘‘ One of the Crowd ” is quite wrong when he says the use of 
alum in baking-powders has been proved up to the hilt to be injurious 
The celebrated chemist, Mr. C. V, Petrus, writing in the Phar- 
maceutical Record of one preparation of alum, says, ‘‘It is the most 
perfect acid element that can be used in baking-powders. It sets free 
the gas from the soda bicarbonate slowly, and hence does better and 
more effective work ; the dry residue is only about half that of cream 
of tartar; and finally, unlike other ‘ acids,’ it is almost entirely decom- 
posed during its action with the soda bicarbonate.” 

This latter is a most important fact ; for is it not better to have next 
to no remainder than a deposit of tartar, such as one gets from cream 
of tartar and tartaric acid? Those substances which disintegrate 
slowly into gas (which “rises” the dough) and leave but a few grains 
of residue, are the substances par excellence with which to make 
baking-powders. 

The true secret is to discover the exact proportions of this particular 
preparation and soda bicarbonate, so that both shall be totally evolved 
into a “rising gas” and leave no residue. Again, a teaspoonful of 
such baking-powder is sufficient for two pounds of flour. If no indi- 
gestible residue is left (or at the most but a few grains of * inert 
material ”’—these are the very words of Mr. Petrus), and as few 
«aters would consume more than a few ounces of flour manufactured 
into bread, where do the injurious effects appear ? 

We trust our retail friends’ “‘ consciences ”’ will now be at rest. 

Weare, &c., 
LEONARD & CO. 





piece of twaddle appears in the 


Rupert Street, Bristol, 
October 22nd. 

‘* The celebrated chemist Petrzeus’’! The Pharmaceutical 
Record! / These are to be the means of setting at rest the 
consciences of honest grocers. The opinions of Zhe Lancet, 
of Dr. M. A. Adams, F.C.S., medical officer of health for 
Maidstone, of Dr. Otto Hehner, and the vast body of public 


analysts and physiologists who understand the question are 


worthless because the wondrous Petrus and the Phar- 
maceutical Record have spoken. What is behind this ques- 
tion of alum in baking powder? Fraud, danger to public 
health, increase of indigestion, and greater sales for quack 
nostrum vendors and quicker fortunes for makers of baking 
powder with alum. Dr. Dauglish says of the action of alum 
on the system ‘‘ The consequence is that a large portion of the 
gluten and other valuable constituents of the flour are never 
properly dissolved, but pass through the alimentary canal 
without affording any nourishment whatever.’? The alum of 
which the celebrated chemist C. V. Petraeus makes such 
eulogy, when mixed with the bicarbonate of soda, and 
moistened interacts and evolves carbonic acid gas, but 
the remainder is not an ‘‘inert material.’’ It is sodium 
sulphate and alumina. The alumina is readily soluble in 
the gastric juice, which brings it back to soluble -alumina 
salt. The Zamnce?’s opinion is that ‘it is a moot point 
whether the powder in question could not be re- 
garded as being sold to the prejudice of the purchaser. It 
consists of alum and bicarbonpte of soda.’’ These sub- 
stances when moistened interact, carbonic acid gas escapes, 
and there remains a residuum of sodium sulphate and alu- 
mina. Afart from the fact that there ts formed by this 
double composition u salt of strong purging qualities—viz., 
Glauber’s saif—it is important to consider what is likely 
to be the action of the newly-formed alumina. It is well 
known that alumina when precipitated in the presence of 
certain soluble matters will render them insoluble. This is 
especially the case with soluble nitrogenous matters. In the 
chemical treatment of sewage, for example, a large propor- 
tion of the soluble nitrogenous matter is removed by adding 
to the sewage a mixture of sulphate of alumina and an alkali 
(generally lime), Alumina as a gelatinous precipitate is thus 
produced, which then, combining with the organic matter 
in solution as well as that in suspension, subsides as a 
*“sludge”’ in the precipitating tanks. The same method is 
adopted for fixing otherwise soluble colours or dyes, the 
alumiua compound formed giving rise to the so-called 
“‘lakes.” Further than this, alumina combines with soluble 
phosphates to form insoluble phosphate of aluminium. 
Surely, in the light of these facts, it is seriously to the pre- 
judice of a purchaser if, when he buys a baking powder, he 
receives one which is calculated to reduce very materially by 
reason of the nature of its ingredients the food value of his 
‘« staff of life’? by rendering both the nutritious and the bone- 
forming constituents in it insoluble and indigestible. If 
baking powders must be used, alum should not enter into 
their composition, especially as there are other comparatively 
inert and equally effective agents procurable. When a baker 
uses alum in his bread or flour, proceedings are successfully 
taken against him ynder the Food and Drugs Act, and it is 


reasonable to expect that the same Act should protect the 
purchaser against alum introduced into his bread in any other 
form, not excepting that of -a baking powder. 

If this does not prove the injurious effect of alum in baking 
powders, we do not know what testimony would; but we shall 
probably be next told that the Zamce?’s opinion is a worthless 
one beside that of Messrs. Leonard & Co. and the ‘‘celebrated 
chemist Petrzeus.’’ Alum in baking powder is not only in- 
jurious but fraudulent to the public, and the sooner its use is 
prohibited and its vendors punished, the more rapid will be 
the decline of nostrums like Siegel’s Syrup, and other much- 
advertised supposed cures for indigestion and dyspepsia. We 
sincerely hope that some local authority will prosecute for 
such adulteration, make a test case of it, and quash the 
ignorant decision of the Recorder of Cambridge. 


PRESTON SLINK MEAT TRADE— 
REVOLTING DISCLOSURES. 


AT the meeting of the Preston Town Council, on the 27th 
ult., the report of the Special Committee appointed to inquire 
into the allegations as to Preston being a market for the 
disposal of ‘‘slink’’ meat was presented. The committee 
stated that they found such allegations to be true, and recom: 
mended that the meat inspector, Alonzo Savage, be dismissed 
from his office. They also recorded their opinion that the 


sanitary officers had not efficiently performed their duties. 
Alderman Hibbert moved the adoption of the report, and said 
the disclosures made to the committee by the witnesses were 
almost beyond conception, one witness in particular making 
some startling and even revolting disclosures as to the traffic 
in diseased meat. Then a butcher named Oglethorpe handed 
in to the committee a written statement grammatically worded 
and neatly penned, and he said it was his own. It was a bold 
defence of the meat inspector on the matter of a diseased cow, 
through which this inquiry came about; but what was the 
astonishment of the committee to learn that the statement had 
actually been prepared and written from Oglethorpe’s dicta- 
tion by aclerk in the Town Council’ s own sanitary-office— 
(sensation)—who frankly, and to his credit, revealed the whole 
transaction. All the witnesses at these inquiries had testified 
to the extensive trade carried on in diseased meat in Preston, 
and also to the gross neglect of the sanitary officials in the 
matter. He thought it was the duty of the council to make 
public all the evidence taken, and make an adequate and 
sweeping reform, which could not follow if the council and the 
public were kept in the dark. (Hear, hear.) It was a bad 
sore in the public body, and it was their duty to heal it at all 
costs. The Registrar-General was continually calling atten- 
tion to the high death-rate of Preston, but that publicity was 
too remote. They ought to have more publicity at home. 
They had paid £40 for shorthand notes, and he hoped the 
council were not in fear and terror of the traffickers whose 
disgusting trade had been exposed. He moved that the 
evidence be printed and circulated among the members of the 
council. Mr. Greenweod seconded the motion. After an 
exciting discussion, extending over two hours, the evidence 
was ordered to be printed. 


SOS 


SIR CHARLES CAMERON in his report on the state of the 
public health and the sanitary work performed in Dublin 
during 1891, calls attention to the fact that infant life is better 
preserved in Dublin than adult life. A larger proportion of 
children live past the first year of existence than in the 28 large 
towns of England, the figures being 165 against 177. Typhoid 
fever shows no tendency to decline. The number of deaths 
from this cause were 52 per 100,000, as compared with 18 in 
London in the previous year. Commenting on this, Sir Charles 
Cameron says: ‘It seems to me that no accurate scientific 
explanation of the cause of the undue prevalence of typhoid 
fever in Dublin has yet been published. The most probable 
hypotheses are those which indicate polluted soil and defective 
sewers and house drains as the principal causes. As to soil 
pollution, there is no doubt that it prevails largely in Dublin. 
For centuries the excreta of human beings and of the lower 
animals was stored in immense quantities on the naked ground, 
or on the rough and very imperfect bottoms of ashpits, 
middens, ett. .. 73 Ihave a strong suspicion that the 
filthy soils of Dublin are suitable for receiving and propagating 
the germs of typhoid fever. , I am: convinced that 
typhoid fever is often caused by underground air entering our 
dwellings. This may to a great extent be prevented by having 
even the thinnest layer of asphalte or allied material covering 
the whole of the site upon which the house rests. No air or 
moisture can pass through such a layer.” 
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ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 


MILK. 


At Southwark Police Court, on the 27th ult., Elizabeth Price, keeper 
of a general shop in Lancaster Street, Borough Road, was summoned 
at the instance of Mr. John Edwards, inspector to the parish of 
St. George-the-Martyr, under the Adulteration, &c., Act, for selling 
milk containing 20 per cent. of added water. The officer stated that 
the defendant carried on business in a small way. The neighbourhood 
“was avery poor one. Defendant pleaded that she sold the milk as 
she received it. Mr. Kennedy said that was no excuse. The per- 
centage of added water was large, and she must pay a fine of 4os., in 
addition to 12s. 6d. costs. 

At Preston, on the 21st ult., Thomas Jackson, farmer, Hotbersall, 
was summoned for selling adulterated milk. Mr. Blackhurst, who 
prosecuted, stated that defendant carried on extensive farming opera- 
tions, and had 20 or 30 cow-. He was in the habit of sending milk to 
Longridge, where he had a large working class custom. On the 19th 
inst., Sergeant Bristowe stopped the horse and cart, which were in 
charge of the defendant’s son. He purchased a pint of new milk for 
which he paid 13d. The milk was afterwards analysed by Dr. Brown, 
public analyst, and it was found that it contained 2:40 per cent. of fat 
matter and 7°30 per cent. of solids, making a total of 9°70 of solids. 
Upwards of 15 parts of water had been added to 100 parts of milk, 
which was of the poorest quality. Defendant pleaded ignorance, 
stating that he had only a housekeeper and son to look after the place. 
Mr. Blackhurst said he had had the opportunity of calling his house- 
keeper if he thought proper. The Bench considered the case a very 
bad one, and fined the defendant £10, including costs. 

At Brentford, on the 15th ult., several dairymen were summoned 

_ by Mr. Walter Tyler, inspector under the Adulteration of Food and 
Drugs Act, for having sold milk adulterated. The facts in each case 
were substantially the same, and in neither did adulteration exceed 
five per cent. No convictions were recorded, but the defendants were 
orde ed to pay costs. 

At West London Police Court, on the 18th ult., Edward Samphier, 
of 16, Devonshire Road, Chiswick, appeared to answer to an adjourned 
_summons issued on the complaint of Mr. J. H. Clarke, sanitary 
inspector to the Chiswick Local Board, for nnlawfully selling, to the 
prejudice of the purchaser, one pint of milk, which was adulterated to 
the extent of four per cent. by the addition of water. The defendant 
elected, on the 4th ult., to have the milk analysed at Somerset House, 

. ashe disputed the adulteration. Mr. R. F. Finnis supported the sum- 
mons. Mr. E. Bevan, analyst to the Middlesex County Council, also 
attended. Mr. A. C. Plowden now produced the certificate from 
Somerset House, which showed that the sample contained not less 
than se en per cent. of added water. It will he remembered that 
Mr. Finnis esplained at the previous hearing that the county analyst had 
taken as his standard the lowest quality of milk, and that if the usual 
standard had been taken it would show « mu_h larger adulteration ; 
that assertion proved to be correct. The defendant now asked to 
pro iuce a certificate of another sample, but Mr. Plowden siid it had 
‘nothing whatever to to with the sample in question. Defendant was 
fined 10s. and f2s. ¢d, costs. 

At Worcester, on the 21st ult., Albert Beck, Barbourne, was 
charged with selling adu'terated millk oa September 16th. The milk 
was adulterated with at least 10 per cent. of water. The defence was 
that the milk was sold exacly as defendant received it from the 
farmer. He had not a written warranty of its purity. He was fined 
43 «nd costs, £1 2s. 6d., the Bench advising him and other dealers in 
dairy produce to obtain a written guarantee of purity from the person 
the milk or butter was purchased from, which would relieve them from 
responsibility. 

At Brighton, on the 28th ult., Stephen Nunn was summoned for 
selling a pint of milk adulterated. Mr. Talbot appeared for the Cor- 
poration, and Mr. Buckwell for the defendant. Mr. Talbot said the 
sample had been analysed, and the result showed a deficiency in butter 
of not less than 25 per ceat. Inspector Cuckney deposed that on ihe 
29th September he met defendant’s servant, Edward Scrivens, in 
Blackman Street. He saw Scrivens serving a customer there. He 
went up to Scrivens and asked for a pint of new milk. The man 
replied that he had none to spare. Winess then pointed out to him 
that he would be liabie to a penalty ifhe refused. The man then took 
a pint of milk from a can and charged a penny forit. Witness th-n 
informed him that he was going to have the milk analysed, and 
the! man replied that he had no new milk. Cro s-eximined by 
Mr. Buckwell: Witness said he knew that a penny was the cost of a 
pint of skimmed milk, and that new milk could not be had for less 
than 3d. a quart. Inspector Pope, who was with. t e last witness on 
the occasion referred t », gave corroborative evidence. For the defence 
Mr. Buckwell pointed out that evea if the Bench were to believe the 
inspectors rather than his witnesses, his client would not be benefited 
by his servants selling skimmed milk for new milk. The profit would 
po into his servants’ pockets. Mr. Buckwell contended that Scrivens 
must have known that the men were inspectors when they threatened 
him with penalties, and that was corroborative of his witness’s state- 
ment that re told the inspectors he had only skimmed milk before he 
complied with the request to sella pint of new milk. Edward Scrivens. 
in the employment of Mr. Nunn, said on the day in question he had 
sold all his new inilk before he got to Blackman Street. In the street 
he met the two previous witnesses, one of whom asked for a pint of 
new milk. Witness replied he had none to spare. The inspector then 
demanded a pint of new milk, and witness replied that he had only got 
separated milk. The inspector then said ‘‘ You're tloomin’ artful; 
but you have been selling it at three-halfpence a pint.’? Witness said 
he denied that, and then gave the inspector a pint of separated milk, 


nn a, 








charging the proper price for. it. . The stipendiary found the charge 
proved. There was no doubt the inspectors asked Scrivens for new 
milk and were toli he had none to spare. If charging only the : rice 
of separated milk were to let defendant off, no conviction would ever 
take place. A previous convictio: having be:n recorded against the 
defendant, he was fined £5 and costs, including analyst’s fee, with the 
alternative of one month in prison. 





. 


At the same court, James Lade, 8, Richmond Street, was fined 40s. 


and costs for adulteratng milk, which on analysis showed a defic ency 
in butter of not less than 65 per cent. Alfred Owen, 26, Belmont 
Street, was fined 10s. and costs for selling milk which showed a 
deficiency of 25 per cent. of butter. 

At Greenwich, on the 27th ult., Annie Groombridge, 94, Norman 


Road, Greenwich,was fined 20s. for selling milk adulterated with 12 


per cent. of water. 
At Lambeth, William Smith, of Railton Road, Brixton, was fined 
10s. and 12s. 6d. -osts for selling milk adulterated to the extent of 10 


per cent. of water. 
BUTTER, 


At Westminster Police Court, on the 2oth ult., Frederick Clements, 
provision dealer, of 275, King’s Road, Chelsea, was fined £5 and 
12s, 6d. costs, for selling as butter a preparation containing 58 per 
cent. of foreign fat. Mr, Frank Wale, whose wife was summoned as 
the keeper of a shop at 1 Orford Street, Chelsea, was fined 40s. and 
costs for a siwilar offence. The proportion of foreign fat in this case 
was only 17 per cent. The prosecutions were conducted for the 
Chelsea Vestry. 

At Brentford, on the 22nd ult., Frederick Swancott, 3, The 
Boundary, Ealing Dean, was summoned for selling butter which was 
adulterated «ith foreign fat, and further with having exposed mar- 
garine for sa’e without its being labelled as such. Mr. Perry defended. 
Evidence was given by Inspector Tyler and his assistant ; the analysis 
certified the butter to contain 40 per cent. of foreign fat. In reply to 
Mr. Perry, the inspector said he had been to the shop before, and the 
sample he then took must have bern pure, otherwise proceedings would 
have been taken. The Bench inflicted a fine of qos., and Ios. costs. 

At Lambeth Police Court, Alfred Marsh, of Cambermere Road, 
Stockwell, was charged with selling butter containing 80 per cent. of 
margarine. The defendant was fined fos., and I2s. 6d. c sts. 


CHEESE, 


At the Liverpool Police Court, on the 26th ult., before Mr. W. J- 
Stewart, Richard Thompson, provision m-rchant, 260, Smithdown 
Lane, was summ ned under the Food and Drugs Act, charged with 
having sold as cheese an article not of the substance and nature 
demanded. Mr. Pierce prosecuted on behalf of the Health Committee, 
and Mr. W. F. Taylor, instruct2d by Messrs, Hill, Dickinson, and Co., 
appeared for the defendant and the manufacturers of the cheese (the 
Creameries Manu‘acturing Company). The evidence for the prose- 
cution showed that in September a woman named Andrews called at 
the defendant’s shop and asked for a pound of fourpenny cheese. The 
article in question was supplied, and 0.1 being submitted to the city 
analyst was found to contain 14 per cent. of lard and beef fats, which 
had been added. The young woman in question, in answer to Mr. 
Taylor, said that she had never bought such cheese before. Th 1e 
were other cheeses of different prices in the shop. Mr. Stewart: I 
don’t see what the prtce has to do withit. It is the word cheese. 
Mr. Taylor urged fo: the defence that they were entitled to sell this 
substance as cheese. In the first place, they said that if one asked for 
cheese, by getting this compound he did get cheese. Secondly, they 
said that in any event the sale of tiis cheese came within the proviso 
of the Act of 1875. The manufacturers had been making this cheese 
for eight or ten years past. Such cases as this had been tried in 
Glasgow, but had been dismissed. Mr. Stewart: They do very 
curious things in Glasgow. That does not have the slightest weight 
with me. Mr. Taylor, continuing, said that this kind of cheese was 
cheese on the evidence givea. Cheese was a manufactured article. 
T ere was cheese sold as Stilton cheese which had port placed in it. 
It was cheese. Gorgonzola had bread crumbs in it. It was cheese. 
Ordinary chees2 had rennet, salt, and colouring put into it. It was 
cheese. Mr. Stewart: If you put beef fat into it it is fourpenny 
chzese. A witness from the manufacturers said that the addition of 
the at improved the quality. Skim-milk cheese was unpal.table. 
They sold this cheese at 3}d. to retailers. It was well known to the 
public. Mr. Stewart: Why don’t you call it Glasgow cheese ? 
Witness: It is made ic England, Ireland, America, and on the Con- 
tinent. Mr. Davies, analyst, showed that the analysis which was made 
by the public aualyst was correct. The fat, he contended, made the cheese 
more palatable. Professor Wright, of the Glasgow Technical College, 
said that this cheese was manufactured skim-cheese. People knew what 
tney were getting when they asked forit. This kind of chee e was recog- 
nised in all agricultural books. Mr. Stewart held that the cheese sup- 
plied was not of the substance and quality desired, and inflicted a fine 
ot £5 and costs. Two other cases of a similar character were 
adjourned in order that Mr. Taylor might decide on his future action. 
[We commend Mr. Stewart’s decision as the only rational and com- 
mon sense view of the case. Beef fat may be avery good thing in 
itself, but it is not cheese; and anyone who asks for cheese is not, 
either in law or equity, bound to take beef fat or anything elseas a 
substitute. The stuff that is put into cheese, butter, and lard, to 
add to its weight is not usually of the same qu:lity as the gennine 
article it is intended to simulate, but is most frequently mere rubbish, 
compounded to defraud. ] 


COFFEE. 


H. B. Wright, Branksome Road, Acre Lane, Brixton, was sum- 


‘moned at the Lambeth Police Court, by Inspector Wiggs, on behalf 


of the Lambeth Vestry, for having sold coffee containing 50 per cent. 





_ November 5; 1892. 














of chicory. : The coffee was sold ‘at 1s.perlb. Mr. Biron fined the 
_defendant 20s. and 12s. 6d, costs. Alfred Marsh, of Cambermere 
“Road, Stockwell, was fined 10s. and 12s. costs Tor selling coffee 
adulterated with 60 per cent. of added chicory. [Mr. Biron’s 
ridiculous fines again! How long will this magistrate continue to 
thus put a premium on adulteration ?}—Ep. 


BEER. 


At the North London Police Court, on the 26th ult., three beer 
retailers were summoned for watering their beer, viz., John Henry 
Baker, of the Stag, Homerton, Edward Page, of Hackney, and James 
George Farquhar, also of Hackney. Baker, who had been fined before, 
was mulcted in £20. The other two got off with half the amount. 


SPIRITS. 


On the 22nd ult., at the Preston County Police Court, . John 
Rogerson, landlord of the Alston Arms public-house, Whittingham, 
was charged with selling whisky below the minimum standard of 
strength. A constable bought three gills of whisky at the house, and 
_ it was found to be 31 per cent. below proof. Defendant’s wife said 
_ she had ‘‘ put in the usual quantity of water.’ Fined 30s. and costs. 
_. At Newark County Police Court, on the 26th ult., Samuel Parkes, 
Red Lion, Coddington, appeared again in answer to a charge of un- 
lawfully adulterating whisky. The case was heard at the last court, 
when defendant took exception to the analysis put in by Inspector 
_ Garforth, and applied for a fresh one. The sample seized was there- 
_ fore sent up to Somerset House, and the reply showed that there was 
94°10 more water in it than was allowed by law. De‘endant was fined 
43, including costs. 

At Wokingham, on the 18th ult., John Child, landlord of the Redan 
Inn, Wokingham, was summoned under the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Act for selling half a pint of whisky, on September roth, that was not 
of the nature and quality demanded by the purchaser. D.s. Gamble, 
inspector appointed under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, said that 
on the day named he went to defendant’s house, and, producing a 
bottle, asked for half a pint of Irish whisky. Defendant supplied the 
whisky, and witness paid him Is. 4d. for it. Witness then told 
defendant that he was an inspector appointed under the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Act, and added that he was going to have the whisky 
analysed by the public analyst. He offered to divide the sample, and 
defendant accepted the offer, at the same time saying that he had not 
much to do with it, as his housekeeper attended to it. On the follow- 
ing day witness gave a portion of the sample to Mr. W. W. Fisher, of 
Oxford, the public analyst appointed for the County of Berks. On 
September 27th witness received from Mr. Fisher the certificate 
(produced) as follows: ‘‘I am of opinion that the sample marked 
‘John Child, Redan Inn, Wokingham,’ is diluted by adulteration with 
water to 42 degrees below proof strength, which is 17 degrees below the 
statutory limit.’ In cross-examination by Mr. C. G. Shaw, solicitor, 
of Reading, who appeared for the defendant, witness said he did 
not see a card, like the one produced, exhibited in the bar, stating 
that ‘all spirits sold in this establishment are diluted, but not below 
half proof strength.” Defendant, who was called as a witness, said he 
had been landlord of the ‘‘ Redan” for three years, and during the 
whole of that time he had had a card, similar to the one produced, 
exhibited in his bar. The card was there when the inspector called. 
Emily Padbury, housekeeper to the defendant, also deposed to the 
card being displayed in the bar, and Wm. Wynn, an undertaker, who 
was present when the inspector called, James Taylor, tin and copper 
smith, and Wm. Back, of Reading, in the employ of the Licensed 
_ Victuallers’ Association, gave corroborative evidence. Mr. Shaw, on 
behalf of the defendant, said it had been held by the Croydon magis- 
trates that the exhibition of a notice similar to the one produced would 
invariably protect the vendor of spirits not diluted below half proof 
strength, and would therefore entitle the defendant to dismissal. The 
magistrates, who retired to consider their verdict, fined defendant £5 
and 24s. costs. : 

Harry Lush, of the Ship Inn, Wokingham, was summoned for a 
similar offence. Mr. Blandy appeared for the defendant, who pleaded 
guilty. D.s. Gamble stated the facts of the case, and said the sample 
was diluted to the same extent as in the last case. Defendant was 
fined £5, and 19s. costs. 

At Derby Borough Police Court, on the 25th ult., William Samuel 
Eaton, of the Cavendish Bridge Brewery, Shardlow, was summoned, 
on the information of the Town Clerk, for selling, at the George Hotel, 
Midland Road, a quarter of a pint of rum containing 33 parts of 
water to 100 parts below the lowest legal strength. Mr, Coxon 
(deputy Town Clerk) prosecuted, and Mr. Barton, Castle Donington, 
appeared for the defence. Mr. Eaton is the lessee of the hotel, and 
was temporary occupier owing to the death of the tenant. The rum 
was purchased by Mr. W. Wilkinson, chief sanitary inspector, and 
feed to contain 33 per cent. of added water beyond the minimum 
standard. Mr. Burton urged that Mr. Eaton was only technically 
guilty of the offence. There had been no complaints against the house, 
and he knew nothing about it. The bench said the adulteration was 
such that they must mark their sense of it, and imposed a penalty of 
42, and 18s. costs. 

Dennis McCaithy, of the Ring of Bells, Bradshaw Street, was 
summoned at the same court for selling a quarter of a pint of gin 
containing 4 per cent. of water below the lowest legal strength. 
Defendant said he had reduced the spirits according to a printed table 
supplied to him, which he found was not correct, Moreover, the gin 
had been in the keg a month, and some strength would evaporate. Mr. 
Coxon pointed out that though the added water was very little, the 
legal standard was very low. 

Ellen Kirkland, of the Locomotive Inn, London Road, was charged 
at the same court with selling whisky 4 per cent, under the legal 
strength. 
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Elizabeth Cutts, of the Sir Robert Peel, Wellington Street, was 
charged at the same court with selling brandy._containing 20 per cent. 
of added water below the minimum strength. She pleaded that she 
had recently lost her husband, who was in the habit of putting up the 
spirits. There was very little sale for brandy. A fine of £1 and costs 
was imposed iu each of these cases. 


PEPPER, 


On the 27th ult., at Greenwich Police Court, Willam Timms, of fa, 
Weetman Street, Greenwich, was summoned by the Greenwich District 
Board of Works for selling pepper adulterated with yo per cent. o 
foreign substance, consisting of wheat and rice starch. A lad named 
Clare deposed to going to the defendant’s shop and purchasing two 
ounces of pepper for 2d. from the defendant’s wife. He gave it to the 
sanitary inspector at the door. Mary Timms, wife of the defendant, 
said she bought the pepper from a traveller, who called, and who 
told her it was pure. The invoice bore words stating that articles’s p- 
plied were ‘“ guaranteed pure.” Mr. Spencer said he was not sure 
that that was not a warranty. Mr. Rose said it was clearly a warranty, 
The defendant, on that, could:bring an action for breach of warranty. 
He dismissed the summons without costs. Defendant’s wife handed 
to the magistrate a letter which she wrote to the firm supplying the 
pepper, and which had been returned through the Post Office, marked 
‘not known.” ; } = ee 

At Lambeth Police Court, Henry Dowell, Landor Road, Brixton, 
was fined 2s. 6d. and 12s. 6d. costs for selling pepper adulterated with 


50 per cent. of rice flour, 
SULPHUR. 


On the 22nd ult., at the Brentford Police Court, A. W. Berry, of 
31, The Parade, Hanwell, was summoned for having sold to Inspector 
Tyler precipitated sniphur which was adulterated. ‘The inspector said 
that on September 26th precipitated salphur was purchased from 
Mr. Berry, which the analyst certified was adulterated to the extent of 
38 per cent. The defendant said he purehased the sulphur from a 
wholesale hous-, and sold it. believing it to be perfectly pure. The 
Clerk: Have you a warranty from the wholesale house? The 
defendant : No; adding that his solicitor was now corresponding with 
the wholesale h use on the matter. Mr. Woodbridge said he appeared 
on behalf of the wholesale house, and was understood to remark that 
the wholesale people sold the sulphur as a compound as the inspector 
had found it. The bench ordered the defendant to pay 18s. costs. 


PAREGORIC. 


At the North London Police Court, on the 28th ult., Arthur Bede’ls, 
a herbali t, of 78, Chatswoith Road, Clapton Park, was summoned 
before Mr. Bros with selling to an inspector under the Food and Drugs 
Act, in the employ «f the Hackney District Board of Works, a sub 
stance called paregoric which was not of the nature and substance 
demanded by the purchaser.. Mr. Pattinson defended. The inspector 
proved the purchase, and said that after he had told the defendant the 
stuff was wanted for analysis the latter wanted to stick a label, ‘ Im- 
proved Paregoric,’’ upon tbe bottle; but this was not allowed. An 
analysis of the sub-tance purchased showed that there was no opium 
in it, and on that certificate the summons was issued. Mr. Pat inson: 
said this was an improved paregoric. The defendant, not being a 
chemist, could not sell a poison; but he contended that the summons 
could not stand, because there was no substance called paregoric in’ the 
British Pharmacopceia, either of 1885 or in the edition of 1889. . 
Mr. Bros: Is there no such substance as paregoric? Mr. Robert 
Owen Finch, divisional secretary of the Pharmaceutical Society, said 
that the substance which was sold as paregoric comprised opium, 
benzoic acid, camphor, aniseed, and proof spirit of wine. The danger, 
added the witness, in such preparations as sold by the defendant was 
this, that people would give large doses of the defendant’s stuff, and if 
they gave equally large doses of that sold by the ordinary chemist, 
fatal consequences might ensue. Mr. Bros said paregoric was not in 
the British Pharmacopceia, and therefore the summons would be dis- 
missed. Mr. Pattinson: Will you allow costs? .Mr. Bros: No, but 
I would if the label had been put upon the bottle. Mr. Pattinson 
explained that this was owing to the hurry of business, the purchase 
being made on the afternoon of an early closing day. 









THE Quarterly Report of J. Carter Bell to the Salford 
Corporation :— 

During the quarter ending September 30th, 1892, I have analysed 
198 samples, consisting of 142 milks, twelve lards, eight breads, six ‘ 
peppers, four butters, three vinegar-, two flours, two ice creams, on+ 
cheese, 9 drugs, and two waters. The milks were adulterat+d with 
from 5 to Io per cent. of water, and one milk was robbed of 20 
per cent. of cream. Tce cheese was largely adulterated with foreign 
fat. The nine drugs consisted of six citrate of magnesia and three 
cream ¢ftartars. The six samples were brought to me plainly labelled 
citrate of magnesia; no other marks or words were upon the labels; 
and my duty is to say that the contents of the packets did not ‘cor- 
respond with the labels. The contents were simply made up of Epsom 
salts, sugar, tartaric acid, and bicarbonate of soda. It would have 
been far better if the vendors had labelled the samples Magnesia 
Mixture. One sample of cream of tartar consisted of sugar, carbonate 
of soda and tartaric acid. This I did not consider'a genuine case of 
adulteration, but only one that shows up the gross ignorance of the 
shop keeper in calling such a mixture cream of tartar. One could 
quite understand such a man giving oxalic acid for Epsom salts, and 
laudanum for syrup of senna. Two of the cream of tartars were 
adulterated with sulphate of potash. I shall be told that this is not 
an adulteration, but when a foreign substance is deliberately added to 
a very pure article to reduce the quality, I can look upon it in no other 
light but adulteration. 
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THE SOMERSET HOUSE 
CHEMISTS AS SHOPKEEPERS. 


Ir has been our painful duty to expose the Chemical Depart- 
ment at Somerset House, and to hold them, as the official 
referees under the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts, responsible 
in great measure for the partial failure of these Acts, To- 
day we have reluctantly to go a step further, and to show 
that, contrary to the best jinterests of the public, they, or 
at least some of them, are engaged in the sale of articles of 
food, drink, and drugs, 

We have before us the catalogue of the Civil Service Supply 
Association, Limited. From this it appears that Mr. Richard 
Bannister is Chairman of the Committee, and Mr. George 
Lewin, F.1.C., is Analyst to the Association. 

Mr. Richard Bannister is Deputy Principal, and Mr. 
George Lewin is one of the chemists of the Inland Revenue 
Laboratory at Somerset House, Their signatures have often 
been appended to certificates under the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Acts. 

The propriety of paid Civil servants, whose time is the 
property of the nation, holding office on the Boards of Co- 
operative Societies is a matter fairly open to discussion and to 
difference of opinion. It has, at various times, been discussed 
in the public press. But no difference of opinion will exist 
about the impropriety of men, who are unfortunately 
appointed referees to watch over the purity of our food 
supply, themselves actively engaging in the sale of food. 
The Sale of Food Act plainly states, clause 10, “that no 
person shall hereafter be appointed an analyst for any place 
who shall be engaged directly or indirectly in the trade or 
business connected with the sale of food or drugs in such 
place.’? Surely what is sauce for the goose is sauce for the 
gander, and if no public analyst may be engaged directly or 
indirectly in the sale of food or drugs within the district for 
which he acts as officer, how can the referees under the Act, 
whose district is the whole of the country, lawfully become 
shopkeepers or shopkeepers’ analysts ? This is on a par with 
the habit of Somerset House to certify in cases of milk- 
adulteration upon decomposed milk samples, while public 
analysts are by Statute expressly debarred from founding 
certificates of adulteration on anything but fresh samples, 

The Co-operative Stores to which we have referred stand 





high in repute, and no one can impute to them that they 
would knowingly stoop to sell adulterated goods, but no large 
business can be conducted for any length of time without 
adulterated goods from time to time, without the knowledge 
and against the desire of the principals, being accepted by 
them and sold as genuine. Many large firms of provision 
merchants, for instance, employ analysts, and yet it is the almost 
daily experience that, with all posible watchfulness adulterated 
goods cannot entirely be kept out. We can readily imagine 
that ifadulterated bntter, for instance, were to be sold by the 
Stores, and come into the hands of the public analyst for the 
district, and be condemned by him as not of the substance, 
nature, and quality demanded, the directors of such Stores, 
in the full and honest belief of their innocence, would of course 
dispute the analyst’s certificate, and the sample would go to the 
referees under the Food Act; in other words, the sample would 
go before Dr. Belland Messrs. Bannister and Lewin, the latter 
the very vendors of the article themselves. The position is 
so invidious that no one surely could argue one word of excuse 
for the men who deliberately placed themselves into this 
position. 

We have taken a hypothetical case, but we are supported 
by actual fact. We have before usa report of the vestry of 
the parish of Chelsea, entitled ‘‘ An inquiry into the accuracy 
in dispensing of medicines from physicians’ prescriptions,’’ by 
Edward Seaton, M.D., and Otto Hehner. From this report it 
appears that fifty sirnple prescriptions were sent to be made 
up by chemists and druggists. Allowing for a limit of per- 
missible error of 10 per cent. over or under the amount of 
drug prescribed, these gentlemen found that this limit was 
exceeded in seventeen out of fifty samples. Three samples 
made up at Co-operative Societies were among the very worst. 
In the first, iron and ammonium citrate was dispensed 29 per 
cent. short in weight, in another 51 per cent short, while a 
third, a lead lotion, contained 57 per cent. too much lead. 
The whole of these cases had to be reported as cases of adul- 


teration. They did not go to Somerset House, which is a 


pity. 

We would gladly assume that Mr. Richard Bannister and 
Mr. George Lewin had, without due consideration of all the 
bearings of the case, committed an error of judgment in 
accepting the posts on the Board of the Co-operative Society 
in question. But when we couple their presence on such 
board with the whole policy of the chemical department of 
Somerset House as regards the adulteration of food and drugs, 
the matter is one demanding explanation. We leave our 
readers to draw their own conclusions, and hope that some 
intelligent member of Parliament will find time for action in 
the matter. 

a 


ADULTERATED LARD. 





WE commend the attention of every reader of our journal to 


the following case :— 

At the West Riding Police Court, Huddersfield, on the 25th ult.» 
Fred Kaye, grocer, of Farnley Tyas, was summoned at the instance of 
Mr. Arthur Liddon Bridge, one of the inspectors of the West Riding 
County Council, under the Food and Drugs Act, for selling adulterated 
lard. “Mr. Trevor C. Edwards, West Riding, solicitor, prosecuted on 
behalf of the West Riding County Council, and Mr. Piercy, solicitor, 


- Huddersfield, defended. 


Mr. Edwards, without narrating the facts, which he said were very 
simple, proceeded to contend that the only possible method the 
retailer had of defending himself in a case of this sort was by 
labelling the lard as an admixture. He pointed out that by 
recent decisions in milk cases the slightest addition of water was 
sufficient to call forth a penalty, and so in the case of lard ought the 
putting of any foreign ingredient, however small in proportion, to be 
punished in like manner. 

Inspector A. L. Bridge stated that he was an inspector employed by 
the West Riding County Council under the Food and Drugs Act. 
He went to the defendant’s shop at Farnley Tyas on September 13 
At that time Mrs. Kaye was serving in the shop, and he asked her fur 
a pound of lard, for which he paid 5d. When he received the package 
he told Mrs. Kaye that he wanted the article for analysis by the public 
analyst. He offered to divide the lard into three portions and leave 
one with her. She accepted his offer, and he made the division and 
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Sealed 
po he sent to the county analyst, Mr. A. H. Allen, Sheffield, 
y post the same evening, and the third he produced in 
court that morning. He had since received the certificate of 
the analyst as follows :—‘ I, the undersigned, public analyst, 
hereby certify that I received on the 14th of September from 
Inspector A. L. Bridge a tin of lard, numbered 181, for analysis. I 
analysed the same, and declare the result to be as under: I am of 
opinion that the samp'e is not pure lard, but contains beef stearine in a 
proportion which I estimate to be not less than 15 percent. The 
__ sample was analysed before it had undergone any change of constitu- 
_ tion which would interfere with the r sult of the analysis.” Can you 
___ tell their worships what is the price of beef stearine?—About twopence 
__ per pound, I think What is the price of pure lard ?—From sixpence 
_ toeightpence. Now, do you know what is the price quoted wnolesale 
; of such a commodity as you bought ?—About 42s. 3d. per cwt. And 
what is the wholesale price of pure lard ?—44s. per cwt. 
By Mr. Piercy : The lard was taken from a bucket or pail similar to 
; 
i 





the one produced. He didn’t notice the la el particularly, but he knew 
that it hada label on it. He had no doubt that the label produced 
was the one he saw on the bucket. 
Mr. Piercy: That reads “Best leaf lard. Prepared expressly for 
family use. Guaranteed as to quality and weight,” 
' Cross-examination continued: Mrs. Kaye told him that they had 
_ bought the lard from Mr. Andrew Chatterton, wholesale grocer, of 
_ Huddersfield. 

The Clerk: Are you setting that up as a defence ? 

M. Piercy: It is a little inconvenient to tell you just now what my 
defence is. But briefly I may say it is confined to two points—that 
the Jard which is made in America and consigned here for sale has this 

a stearine, which is beef fat, put in simply to make it firm and 
iS) 1 . 
The Clerk: I thought you were on a warranty. 


| Mr. Piercy: My second point is the dona jides ot the defendant, 

who bought this lard from Mr. Chatterton ; and my contention is that 
the invoice and the label on the pail, taken together, do constitute a 
warrantv. 

Jo the Witness : Is your experience of lard simply confined to your 
duties as inspector >—Oh, no; I served an apprenti eship in an English 
lard refinery. Isn't beef stearine simply fat?—No. Are not beef 
stearine and hog stearine practically the same ?—Oh, no, And 1sn’t 
this beef stearine put into lard to make it stiff?—That may be. Its 
preserce makes the lard firmer than without it ?—Certainly. Of 
course, if it were simply lard, it would be almost like oil ?- Ob, no. 
Wouldn’t hog stearine have the same effect as beef stearine ?— 
Perhaps. Now, first of all, beef stearine. You tell me 
that it is not simply ‘at ?— Not necessarily. What would 
lard be like without stearine ?—It would ‘be like ordinary 
lard, with the consistency of a good stiff paste. And oil in it ?—Not 
necessarily. Then hog stearine. If you found hog stearine in lard ou 
would not call that adulteration, should you?—No, I should not. Is 
there any real difference between hog stearine and beef stearine ?>— 
A very great difference. Of course much depends upon where it 
comes from. What is the matter with beef stearine >—Beef stearine 
is often manu‘actured from the boiling of bones, and sometimes con- 
tains the parasites found on these bones, which are not killed by the 
process of manufacturing. But is beef stearine usually made from 
bones ?>—Sometimes. It should be obtained from the membranous 
tissue of the animal, but it is often made f om ordinary bone-boiling. 
How about hog stearine >—Hog stearine is simply compressed lard oil, 
and is an exceedingly useful commodity. I suggest that beef stearine 
is the same ?—You may suggest, but it does not follow. There are many 
processes of refining. Could it be made in that way ?—Oh, yes. And 
that would be the proper way of making it ?—I could not exactly say, 
but I know that they get the fat from anywhere. Do you think that lard 
without stearine of some kind could proper'y travel from America ?— 
Oh, yes. And stand a voyage ?—Oh, yes, certainly, I think it would. 
Have you any reason for that >—It is simply my view; I have no per- 
sonal experience on the matter. I have seen the temperature go up to 
go and above go, and it has not affected Jard very much. Now, then, 
come to the question of prices. Do you say that beef stearine is cheaper 
than hog stearine ?>—Much, Quite sure?—Yes. What would be the 
difference in price in America ?—I could not say the exact difference 
in price, as 1 do not know the market prices, but Iam quite sure that 
beef steorine is cheaper than hog stearine. Is it always cheaper >—As 
faras I know. Iam given to understand that there is nothing in it >— 
There must be some mistake on your part or on the part of those 
instructing you. Do you look through the prices at Liverpool ?—Oh, 
yes, Lalways do. Is there any serious difference ?—Stearine is not a 
marketable commodity, and not quoted, but I say there is a serious 
difference in the prices of the two kinds of stearine. To what extent ?-I 
could not say. As to the price of pure lard, about 44s. per cwt. was the 
wholesale price at Liverpool on September 13 ? - About that price. 
Now what is lard >—Lard is the fat of the hog, taken from the mem- 
branous tissue that is found inside th- interior coating of the hog. That 
is pure lard, and it is put into a sort of colander, heated by fire or 
steam, and pressed till the oil exudes. 

The Clerk; You didn’t get pure lard on this occasion? I did not, 
sir. 

Re-examined: Can you tell thei- worships generally where lard 
adulterated with beef stearine comes from 7—America. Now, stearine 
you tell us can be made fro n boiling bones. Can it also be made from 
cottonseed oil >—Not in my experience. “The beef stearine would be 
put in in place of lard ?—Yes. Would beef stearine answer the same 
purpose and be as edible as lard ?—I don’t think so. Have you ever 

known any English manufacturer using beef stearine as an ingredient in 
lard ?>—Never. 


up the tins in her presence. One tin he handed to her, ce | 








Arthur Schofield, assistant to the last witness, gave corroborative 
evidence, 

Mr. Edwards drew the attention of the magistrates to the label on 
the bucket. 

The Clerk: Which is in the teeth of the evidence of the analyst, 

Mr. Edwards: That is my case. 

Mr. Piercy rested his defence on two grounds; first, that the 
defendant believed that what he was selling was pure lard, and sold it 
as such; and that, while not wishing to question the analyst’s certifi- 
cate, he asserted that the price paid for it was at the rate of 44s. per 
cwt., which Mr. Bridge himself fad stated was the wholesale price for 
pure lard. His second point was that the invoice and the label on the 
pail, taken together, constituted a warranty, and brought the defendant 
within the protecting 25th section of the Act. He wished at the same 
time tv point out that this lard was made in America, by Messrs. 
aa Rea Roe, and Co., one of the largest makers in the world. 
They put this beef stearine in the lard, not for the purpose of making 
an undue profit, but to render the article more frm and capable of 
standing the voyage across the Atlantic, and reach this country in a 
saleable eonditicn. But for this beef stearine the lard would practically 
be brought to the English market as oil, and would be unsaleable The 
difference between beef stearine and hog stearine was, according to his 
inrtructions, not :.ppreciable, and the beef stearine was selected because 
of the ease with which it could be obtained, and also from the fact that 
it rendered the Jard firmer and better vapable of standing transporta- 
tion across the Atlantic. Sub-section 1 of Clause 6 of the Act provided 
that when anything not initself injurious was put into an article for the 
purpose of making it a saleable commodity, and was not put in fraudu- 
lently, then no offence had been committed. He contended that this 


| case came within the provisions of that sub-section. 


He then called the defendant, Fred Kaye, who stated that he 
bought the article as pute lard and sold it as pure, and he had no dea 
that it was otherwise. In cross-examination he said that he had re- 
ceived information ftom Mr. Chatterton which convinced him that he 
should not have to pay anything in the event of a fine being inflicted. 

Mrs, Kaye corroborated, and Andrew Chatterto , wholesale pro- 
vision dealer, of Huddersfield, stated that he sold the lard to the 
defendant. He bought it from Mr. Forsbrook, a bioker in Liverpool, 
and, though he had not the invoice with him, he believed he should 
pay 42s. per cwt. for it, and after paying Is. carriage his profit would 
be 3d. on each pail. He bought the tard for pure lard, and 
believed it to be pure up to the time of the analyst's certiflcate being 
received. In cross-examination, he sard he had heard of the great 
controversy between the English and the American lard manufacturers. 
He had read, too, of the resolution passed by the Liverpool Trade 
Association and Exchange Company (Limited), impressing upon 
county inspectors the necessity of takir g action with regard to adul- 
terated lard, but he did not know that the English manufacturers had 
threatened the Americans to take proceedings against them under 
the Merchandise Marks Act, on the ground that their lard was labelled 
one thing, whereas it was really another. He also admitted that, so 
far as he was concerned, Messrs. Chamberlain, Roe, and Co. would 
pay the costs of the case. He agreed that it would be far better in 
cases of that sort to tell the public really of what the lard was 
composed, and if anything of the kind could be done he should be 
perfec ly willing to agree to it. He had endeavoured fruitlessly to 
obtain a warranty with lard in Liverpool. 

Mr. E. Thomas, «f the firm of E. and J. Thomas, whclesale 
merchants, Liverpool, said that thy had been the representatives of 
Messrs. Chamberlain, Roe. and Co. in this country since April. He 
believed the beef stearine was used in lard so as to give it a greater 
consistency. In cross-examination, he also admitted that it would 
be far better to have a more truthful descriptive label on the lard than 
the one which at present was attached. { ‘ 

Mr. Piercy, in conc'usion, quoted a case in which the fact that a 
label was on the milk can, warranted genuine new milk, with all its 
cream on, as sent from the wholesale dealer, was sufficient to protect 
the retailer from prosecution, as applying to this case. f 

Mr. Edwards submitted that in that case there was a written 
warranty. He was quite prepared to admit that Mr. Kaye and Mr, 
Chatterton were acting in a perfectly dona fide manner, but the last 
seller was the responsible person, although, no doubt, the Ame icans 
would find the money for such special fines as might be inflicted, and 
he, therefore, asked their Worships to impose the full penalty, with 
costs. : fe. q 

The Chairman said that, while they were quite willing to believe that 
both Mr. Kaye and Mr. Chatterton were under the impression that wha t 
they were selling was pure lard, they could not get over the analyst’s 
certificate, and there must in this case be a fine. They would like to 
say that, in their opinion, the contention about the necessity for putting 
beef stearine into the lard for the purpose of transportation was tot a 
good one. The article, even if it was liquid, could be easily brought 
across the Atlantic, and they also held that the case did not come 
within the protecting clause. They, therefore, inflicted a penalty of 
£10, and £1 14s. costs, and declined, upon the application of Mr. 
Piercy, to state a case, leaving it for him and his clients, if so advised, 
to move the court above on the matter. 


Mr. Arthur Liddon Bridge deserves great credit for the ex- 
ceptionally able manner in which he got up this case. His 
clearness, conciseness, and knowledge, defeated the attempt 
of the counsel for the defence to break down the prosecution, 
and brought conclusively home to the bench the gravity of the 
fraud. Messrs. Chamberlain, Roe, and Co. are not the only 
makers of lard that contains beef stearine, or lard that is 
labelled ‘Best Leaf Lard. Prepared expressly for family 
use. Guaranteed as to quality and weight.”’ 
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Topping’s lard and Walkington’s lard, we are advised by a 
responsible correspondent, contain, according to the analysis 
of Mr. A. H. Allen, Vice-President of the Society of Public 
Analysts, as high as 15 to 20 per cent. of beef stearine and palm- 
nut stearine. Topping’s is marked on the barrel head “‘ pure 
bladdered lard,’’ and in very small letters are the words 
‘‘ produce of the United States.’’ On the bladders are the 
words ‘‘ Topping’s snowdrop brand,”’’ with a picture of a snow- 
drop and the words ‘‘ guaranteed pure.’’ Walkington’s lard 
has a red stamp like a lily, and the words ‘‘ pure, white, 
sweet.’’ Boththese lards are sold in large quantities through- 
out the country, but particularly in Bristol, Plymouth, 
Swansea, Newport, and Cardiff, and are mainly sold as “‘ pure 
Irish lard.’”” We hope inspectors under the Food and Drugs 
Acts will look out for Chamberlain, Roe, and Co,’s, Topping’s, 
and Walkington’s lards, and by bringing prosecutions in every 
possible direction protect the public and assist native indus- 
tries. .To America we owe no kind feeling. Their McKinley 
tariff was deliberately contrived to crush our trade. They 
have flooded our markets with quack nostrums, tinned foods, 
and beef teas that contain injurious preservatives, adulterated 
lard, bacon and hams cut and branded as English and Irish, 
and scores of like impostures that cripple our home industries. 
The Food and Drugs Acts Inspectors who take samples and 
persistently punish such frauds are doing the best and most 
patriotic work that is done in our day, and we hope Mr. 
Arthur Liddon Bridge’s example will be followed by scores of 
other inspectors. ‘—In Swansea and Cardiff, where the inspec- 
tors are energetic and the local authorities appreciate the 
value of a pure food supply, the practice of vending such lard 
as pure, we feel sure, only needs to have attention directed to 
it to at once cause steps to be taken; but it is not every town 
that has public spirited authorities like those of Swansea 
and Cardiff. - Many towns, however, have inspectors who, once 
their attention’is called to these practices, can aid in their 
repression, and it is for these that we publish this case—that it 
may ‘go to every town in the three kingdoms, and do a much- 
needed public service. That this advice is in the best interests 
of the grocers themselves is very evident from the following 
discussion by the Hull provision dealers :— 


Mr. Brown: I have had lard 4} lbs short-weight per bucket. 

Mr. Darler: It has been the hot weather. (Laughter.) 

The Hon. Secretary said he had had cental lard short weight, and 
he also complained of having had lard sent him in a swill bucket—it 
was a filthy mess. 

Mr. Brown was. of opinion that if short weight were given to a 
customer the grocer w uld*soon hear about it. 

Mr: Taylor said it appeared that the public. had a remedy, but not 
the retailer, from the wholesale man. 

Mr. Brown said in his experience he had lost as much as 2s. Id. per 
cwt. in short weight in lard, and then it was asked, ‘‘ Why are there so 
many more failures in the grocery and provision trade than in any 
other ?’”’ 

Mr. Darler observed the wholesale men wanted to make their own 
fortunes and the retailers’ misfortunes. 

The Hon. Secretary was of opinion that the wholesale men got an 
allowance-for short weight, which they did not tell the retailers about. 

Mr. Brown said whilst he was with a large firm in the North he was 
told by a traveller that the wholesale houses were allowed 28 lbs. by 
the curers for every case of meat that was sent over. 

Mr. Darler explained that, with regard to the deficiency in lard, his 
experience whilst in America was that they filled all the pails with 
water, and left them standing for forty-eight hours. Of course that 
made them so much heavier. 


A nice state of things truly is that here revealed. ‘‘ Lard in 
swill buckets,’’ ‘‘ lard with 20 per cent. beef stearine,’’ ‘‘ lard 
of short weight,” and ‘‘ pails soaked in water.’’ Food and 
Drugs Acts Inspectors can at least stop a part of this fraud, 
and we sincerely hope they will do so quickly and energe- 
tically. 


SSIES 


THE ADULTERATION ACTS. 


GOVERNMENT OFFICIAL REPORT. 


THE Local Government Board issued on Tuesday last its 
Twenty-first Annual Report. Again the President had to 
complain of the negligence and indifference of the local 
authorities of many of our large towns and administrative 
counties to the welfare of the inhabitants by neglecting to take 
samples of food under the Food Adulteration Acts. We give 
verbatim the observations of the President on these points :— 


SALE OF FOOD AND DRUGS ACTS. 
ANALYST. 


The number of cases in which we have approved of the 


APPOINTMENT OF 


appointments of analysts under the Statutes 35 and 36 Vict. 4 








c. 74, and 38 & 39 Vict., c. 63., is as follows — 


Administrative Counties . oF | : 61 
County Boroughs in which appointments have 
been made under sec. 10 of the latter Act . = 59 


‘County Boroughs in which arrangements exist 


under sec. 11 of the latter Act. : ; eee 
Non-county Boroughs, with a population of 

over 10,000, under sec. 10 of the Act _ ; 67 
-Non-county Boroughs, with a population of 

over 10,000, under sec. 11 of the Act . r 4 
The Commissioners of Sewers of the City of 

London. ; - : . a : I 
Vestries and District Boards of Works in the 

.County-of London: «927 i eee - 40 

TOtate : ; 


. 235 


ANALYSES. 


The results of the analyses made during the year are shown 
in the abstract printed at p. 562 of the Appendix. It will be 
seen that the total number is 29,028, about 1,600 more than in 
1890, the increase having been pretty constant during the last 
twelve years, In the five years 1877-81 the average number 
of samples analysed was 16,688, or one to every 1,520 of the 
population ; in 1882-86 it rose to 21,772, or one in 1,237; 1 
1887-91 it was 26,846, or one in 1,060; while last year 1t was 
29,028 or one in 999. In London one sample was examined 
for every 580 persons; in the provinces one for every 1,140, 
but the extent to which the Acts were utilised varied con- 
siderably in different districts. They were, indeed, absolutely 
ignored in one metropolitan district, St. Martin’s-in-the- Fields, 
in four administrative counties (Hereford, West Suffolk, 
Montgomery, and Radnor), and in 27 boroughs, including 
many of considerable population, such as Bury, Devonport, 
Great Grimsby, Great Yarmouth, West Bromwich, Tyne- 
mouth, Southport, and Rotherham. In the metropolitan 
district of Newington, with a population of 115,663, the 
number of samoles analysed was only 31; in the administra- 
tive county of Berks (po ulation 155,063) it was 21; in 
Cambridgeshire (population 88.097) it was 8; in Cornwall 
(population 299,010) it was 29; in Monmouthshire (population 
197,565) it was 16; in Norfolk (populstion 287,927) it was 35 5 
in Northumberland (population 260,106) it was 28; in Oxford- 
shire (population 127 430) it was 14; in East Suffolk (popula- 
tion 182,592) it was 35; and it was also quite insignificant in 
comparison with the population in most of the Welsh 
counties, as well as in such considerable boroughs as Norwich, 
Northampton, Plymouth, Preston, Lincoln, I swich, Ashton- 
under-Lyne, Burnley, Worcester, Shrewsbury, and Scarborough. 
It is surprising that the local authorities in these and many 
other cases are content to leave the inhabitants without that 
protection against fraud by the sale of adulterated food, 
which the exercise of the statutory powers conferred on the 
authority would be likely to ensure. 


The reports which we receive from the authorities are copies 
of those made to them by the analysts, and show the number 
and description of samples examined, with results, but do not 
include any particulars of « rosecutions. Indeed, many samples 
are classed as adulterated, although the amount of adultera- 
tion is so small that it would be inexpedient to take the cases 
into court, We thought it desirable, therefore, to endeavour 
to ascertain, as regards the samples reported against, in how 
many instances proceedings had been actually taken and with 
what result. Particulars on these points were furnished by 
the authorities of 159 districts, in which 3,540 samples had 
been reported against. It appears that 2,139 prosecutions 
were instituted, and that in 1840 of these cases penalties were 
inflicted ; in 101 the defendants escaped with the payment of . 
costs ; 30 cases were withdrawn ; 156 were dismissed; and 12 ° 
were pending when the returns were sent tous. The aggre- 
gate amount of the fines imposed was £2,878 6s. 6d., costs 
being excluded, except in a few instances where they were not 
stated separately. The average penalty is thus about 
£1 11s. 3d. There were nine fines of £20, two of £15, one 
of £12. 33 of £10, seven between £5 and £10, and 117 of £5, 
112 between £2 and £5, 315 between £1 and £2, and 1,242 
of £1 or under. The analysts’ reports contain, as in former 
years, many representations as to the inadequacy of the fines 
generally inflicted ; and it is certainly to be feared that 
adulteration will not be effectually suppressed by the imposition 
of penalties which are insignificant in comparison with the 
profits of the practice. 

The following table shows the number of samples examined 
during the year, and the percentage of cases in which adul- 
teration was reported. Columns have been added for the sake 
of comparison, showing the corresponding percentages, not. . 
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only for the preceding year, but also for each of the three 
quinquennial periods which have elapsed since the returns 
ere first tabulated :— 


























No. cf Sampl 
¥ a tort Ae Percentage adulterated in 
a Quinquenniad, 
Exa- | Adul- 
mined. | terated.| 1891. | 1890, 

; . ad idee acca ee ee ee 
a | 81, 86. gl. 

Milk - - gi e2st5T) 1,033) 13°4 | 128 | 20-¥ | 16°7 13°2 
¢ Bread - - 799 8} 10] oF 66 3°4 I°4 
_ Flour - “| 437 TOPE O82) 1 TONG I sap GA cous AF 't 3-0 
mebutter - -| 3,558 SSE ero Soles? itas-Qn)) F729. |c Bata 
Coffee - -| 1,684 287 1687-0. | 15°3 | 18°6 |! 17°38 | B48 
_ Sugar - . 171 Si ary 138 I'2 | — 4° 

Mustard - - 689 60:} 40827 Fl Lele PA'S el) woe 
_ Confectionery 
and Jam -| 403 Dia 257 00 2°8 2:7 Ai 
F Pepper - -| 1,452 EW. FaS he PEG ch it # * 7°5 
Metea - - - 412 O| oro oom) * % o'r 
Lard - - -| 1,107 26 2 4:0 * * 79 
: oe ee 51 BN eS a Wilt 1428. rh Acl 47 
Beer - - - 268 PEs Aon 2°0 5°4 350) 20 
Meopirts .- -| 3,139 COO LOFT Ne T8s8 t. 34%, | 223 | 13's 
Drugs - - 740 Net tOrd Welacce) 22-0 Vt a"G it 13°K 
_ Other Articles -| 1,967 180} 92) 5°6 % % 7k 

= tated Wa 

TOTAL -| 29,028 | 3,540 | 12:2 | 11°2 | 16:2 | 13'°9 | 11-7 























It will be observed from this table that the proportion of 
adulterated samples is rather more than 12 per cent. of those 
analysed. This is a slight retrogression from the favourable 


_ returns of the three previous years, but shows decided improve- 


ment as compared with each of the two quinquennial periods 
commencing with the year 1877. 

It is inevitable, probably, that fluctuations should from time 
to time occur in the extent to which adulteration is applied to 
this or that article of consumption, but it is satisfactory that, 
so far as we can judge from the returns, this form of fraud has 
on the whole been decreasing, with only rare relapses, ever 
since the passing of the Act of 1875. The analyst for Kent, 
in one of his reports of last year, makes some pertinent obser- 
vations as to what he characterises as the ‘‘fashions’’ of 
adulteration. He says:— 


The steady-going practice of diluting milk and spirits by the addition 
of water probably will always continue more or less in proportion as 
the law is put in force, but there are other often most ingenious forms 
of adulterations, introduced as special branches of industry, which arise 
‘anew, for atime flourish, and then gradually die out. This was the 
case with the addition of cotton seed oil to lard, and the substitution 
of margarine for butter, and powdered olive stones for pepper, the fact 
being that the practice of adulteration has become a fine art, scientific 
knowledge aed technical skill being applied to the subject as persever- 
ingly and, indeed, as successfully as the same things are being employed 
in other more legitimate directions. ‘‘ Works chemists ”’ of the highest 
skill in each special department of the food trade are continually 
engaged in the endeavour to produce articles that can be sold at a 
greater profit than the things they resemble, at perhaps a less price. 
This gives rise to a perpetual conflict between the falsifier on the one 
hand and the public analyst on the other, in which the latter in some 
respects is placed at a great disadvantage, for whereas every move and 
method on his part that is devised to advance the art of detection of 
adulteration is done openly in the face of the scientific world, the arts 
of the adulterator are practised and perfected in secret In point of 
fact, the most refined and successful processes that have been intro- 
duced for the falsification of food have been devised in view of, and 
with the express design to elude tho-e means of detection which from 
time to time are discussed and published in the transactions of our 
scientific societies. This will explain how it c-mes about that from 
time to time new methods of adulteration are sprung upon us, and 
for a while a new fashion in adulteration sets in, until, in turn, by the 
invention of new processes, or perhaps by the perfecting of old ones, 
detection of the new fashioned mode of adulteration is made possible, 
and a check thereby put upon the evil practice, which, in course of time 
dying out, is followed by other perhaps more cunning devices; and so 
it goes on year by year, an everlasting see-saw of attack and defence ; 
from all of which it naturally follows that the pursuit of the public 
analyst day by day becomes more onerous and more exacting. 

It is satisfactory to be able to believe that the progress of 
analytical science has more than kept pace with that of fraudu- 
lent sophistication ; and it is probable that one effect of the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Acts has been to stimulate the dis- 
covery of new and improved methods of analysis. 


MILK. 
The analyses of milk were as usual far more numerous than 





* These figures cannot be given, as pepper, tea, 
_ Classified for the first time in 1886. 








and lard were separately | 


those of any other article. The proportion of samples reported 
against was rather higher than it has been of late years, though 
we might have expected that in the wet season of 1891, when 
grass was plentiful and milk correspondingly cheap, the dimi- 
nished inducement to adulterate would have been reflected in 
the returns. The proportion of adulterated samples was 13°4 
per cent, while in the previous year it had been 12°8 per cent., 
and in 1888 as little as 11g per cent., this latter being the 
lowest percentage which it has touched. As might be natur- 
ally supposed, the towns as a general rule show much more 
milk adulteration than the country districts, but there are some 
curious differences which seem to need explanation. For 
instance, in London, taken as a whole, the percentage of 
adulterated samples was 21°5, but it ranged in particular 
districts from 46°8 in St. George-the-Martyr, Southwark, and 
47°2 in Lambeth, to 1°6 in Lewisham, and o’o in Hampstead 
and in St. James, Westminster, all the samples examined in 
these two parishes having been pronounced to be genuine. 
Even in adjoining districts, which presumably derive much of 
their supply from the same sources, the contrast is sometimes 
striking. Thus, in St. Pancras the percentage of adulterated 
samples was 40°3, while of the parishes on its western border 
Marylebone had a percentage of only 8°7,and in Hampstead, 
as already stated, not a single case of adulteration was detected. 
In Newington, with a population of 115,663, no samples of milk 
were procured for analysis; as the returns show that in the 
five years 1887—91 the aggregate number of samples examined 
was only 25, of which 12 were condemned, it would seem that 
the parish is one in which unscrupulous dairymen are allowed 
ample opportunity for making illicit profits. 

Most of the great provincial towns appear from the analysts’ 
reports to compare very. favourably with London in the 
matter of their milk supply, the metropolitan percentage otf 
adulterated samples being, as already stated, 21°5. That for 
Manchester is only 4°7, Leeds 4°2, and Salford 1°3, although 
Liverpool and Birmingham approach more nearly to the 
London standard with percentages of 17°6 and 17°9 respec- 
tively. No doubt part of these differences may be accounted 
for by diversities in the practice of the inspectors, for while 
one takes samples only from those retailers whom he suspects 
of adulteration, another may buy from all vendors in his district. 
Some, again, are not sufficiently careful to conceal their official 
character, and it is evident that an inspector who makes pur- 
chases himself, in a place where he is known, is much less 
likely to be supplied with adulterated milk than one who em- 
ploys a deputy for the purpose. Again, there is considerable 
difference in the practice of analysts as regards their reports ; 
one pronounces as adulterated all milk to which.he believes 
that water has been added, however small the proportion, 
while another only condemns samples in which the dilution 
has been so great that the case may be safely taken into 
court. 

The proportion of added water is often considerable. In one 
case at Sheffield it was no less than 48 per cent., but the analyst 
remarks that this was an exceptional instance. It must be 
remembered that an addition of even 10 per cent-, which is 
probably less than the average, enables a dishonest milkman 
to keep 10 cows instead of 11. 

It is, perhaps, worth notice, that at Worcester the analyst 
found that some genuine milk contained microbes and bacilli, 
being the produce of a diseased cow, and that at Brighton two 
samples of milk were condemned as being unfit for human 
consumption on account of the presence of a considerable 
number of larve of gnats. The analyst for Cheshire reports 
that milk sometimes reaches him, ‘‘ not with the sweet country 
odours one associates with the meadows and the flowers, but 
rather with odours more connected with garbage and filth.’’ 
He continues :— 


This is not to be wondered at when one sees the rotten manure heaps 
piled up close to the milk sheds, It is a we ]-known fact that milk 
readily absorbs odours. The flower farmers of France avail them- 
selves of this absorptive property, and one of the early processes in the 
preparation of their delightful perfumes is to bring the fre-h flowers 
Jaden with their rich odours into contact with fatty substances, when 
the latter absorb the sweet odours pertaining to the flower, with results 
satisfactory to all concerned. Not so, however, when the English 
farmer, through ignorance aud carelessness, repeats the process of the 
French flower farmer, only in his case substituting for the sweet smell- 
ing flowers the foul smelling manure heap, the modus operandi being 
identical, the milk acting as an absorbent, and transmitting, not only 
the objectionable odour, but other, and in many cases more serious, 
dangers. The technical educator cannot too strongly impress upon 
the rising generation of farmers to ‘‘ wash and be clean.” 


(To be continued.) 
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NOTICE. 


THE Editor begs to thank the many Public Analysts, 
Medical Officers of Health, Sanitary Inspectors, and In- 
spectors under the Food and Drugs Acts, who have sent 
reports, notes of cases, and written approving of the objects 


of Foop, DRUGS AND DRINK, and will be glad if Public | 


Analysts and Medical Officers of Health generally will oblige 
by sending regularly their reports, and such cases of import- 
ance as occur in their districts. 





PUBLIC HEALTH NOTES. 


Mr. J. H. DAVIS, a member of the Camberwell Vestry, has been in- 
vestigating the conditions of some of the poorer property in the parish, 
and this is what he says of it :—‘‘ There were some 2,000 small houses 
in the parish tenanted by three families, and the condition of the pro- 
perty was insanitary in the extreme. In No. 1 Ward in particular he 
found plenty of tenants paying 6s. and 7s. weekly for small places 
having passages and staircases about 18 inches wide, and exhibiting at 
every point neglect and evidences of insanitation—a deficiency of light 
and ventilation being among the common disadvantages, Everything 
was done to obtain rack rents, and nothing done for accommodation, 
comfort, and health of the people. The Albany Road estate was in 
such a filthy condition that no man would condemn his greatest enemy 
to live there, and on every hand among the homes of poor people 
there were evidences of so much neglect that personally he would 
prefer to go into the workhouse than live the life they lived.”” In the 
face of this damaging indictment of the Public H alth Committee, the 
vestry has declined to take apy steps to ensure a radical examination 
of the premises condemned by Mr. Davis, considering that the Health 
Committee “would be equal to the occasion.” We hope they will, 
but it does not look as if the body had much vitality or originality. 











At Clerkenwell Police Court, on the 27th ult., The Skinners’ Com- 
pany, of Skinners’ Hall, Dowgate, City, were summoned by Mr. 
Charles Winter, on behalf of the St. Pancras Vestry, as the owners of 
two cottages, situated at the rear of Nos. 26 and 27 Hastings Street, 
Somers Town, which were in an unsanitary condition and unfit for 
human habitation. Mr. Macmorraua prosecuted for the vestry, and no 
one appeared on behalf of the company. Mr. Macmorran siid the 
cottages had not been occupied since last Christmas, but as they could 
not be rendered fit for habitation he asked the magistrate to grant a 
closing order. The summons was taken out under the Housing of the 
Working Classes Act, 1890. Dr. Sykes, medical officer for St. 
Pancras, said the cottages were very badly provided with light and air. 
They were old, dilapidated, and unfit for habitation. Mr. Bros granted 
the closing order asked for. We thnk it is disgraceful that a we:lthy 
company like the Skinners’ should be compelled to answer such a 
charge in open court. The fat purses of the liverymen may well 
maintain their rotundity if they are swelled by revenues from such dens 
as these. 





At Birkenhead, on the 27th ult., Dr. Andrew Madden, Little 
Sutton, was summoned by the Wirral Rural Sanitary Authority for 
an infringement of the Infectious Diseases Notifieation Act, at Eastham, 
on the 16th of September. Mr. J. T. Thompson, who appeared for 
the prosecution, stated that the sanitary authority would only ask 
for a nominal penalty if the defendant would agree in future to notify 
all cases of infectious disease that came under his notice, but if he de- 
clined to make this promise, he would press for the infliction of the 
full fine. Mrs. Roscoe, of Eastham, was called, and deposed that on 
the date mentioned her daughter was taken ill, and she called in Dr. 
Madden to see her, when the doctor pronounced it to be a case of 
scarlatina. Dr. Kenyon, medical officer of the sanitary authority, 
deposed that he told defendant he was not performing his duty in not 
notifying the authority of the existence of the infectious disease. Two 
letters had been sent to the defendant pointing out his duty in the 
matter, but no notice was taken of the letters, and proceedings in con- 
sequence were taken against the defendant. The latter now made a 


promise to the bench that he would in future notify infectious cases, | 


and the magistrates, in consideration of that promise, imposed the 
nominal penalty of Is, and 2s. 6d. costs. 

For not complying with an order of the St. Germans Rural Sanitary 
Authority to have a house in West Street, Milbrook, of which he was 
in occupation, cleansed, Henry Greet was, at Torpoint Petty Sessions, 
on the 26th ult., ordered to pay the costs, and to carry out the order 
at once. Dr. Bedford Kerswill, medical officer ot hea th, stated that 
the house was in a filthy state, and utterly unfit for habitation. 
Refuse of bones and vegetable matter were scattered all over the place. 
The outhouses were in such a bad state that it was dangerous to enter 
them. In one room defendant’s brother had died. 





HERNE Bay is not altogether a health resort. At St. Augustine’s 
Petty Sessions, on the 19th inst., Robert John Burch was summoned 
to show cause why an order should not be made upon him to close 
certain premises, of which he is the owner, in Sea Street, Herne Bay, 
which were considered unfit for human habitation. Mr, R. M. Mercer 
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appeared for the Herne Bay Local Board, and Mr. Henry Fielding 
appeared for the defendant. Mr. Palmer, sanitary inspector, deposed 
to inspecting the dwelling in question, which, in his opinion, was not 
fit for human habitation. Dr. Robinson also deposed to visiting the 
premises. There was no drainage, except a partial drainage of the 
roof. There was also no water supply on the premises. In his opinion 
the house was not fit for human habitation. Mr. Fielding, for the 
defence, contended that the house was fit for habitation. During 
the time defend nt had lived there he had spent about £60 onit. He 
was a practical bricklayer, and the money had not been thrown away. 
He had put on a new roof, and had had the floors all boarded over. 
The walls were in good condition, being no less than 14 inches thick in 
the thinnest part, increasing to 24 inches elsewhere. The magistrates 
decided to close the premises. 


At Exmouth, aecording to a Plymouth paper, residents and visitors 
alike are asking when the long-expected sanitary conveniences will be 
provided. The Board of Health have had the matter under considera - 
tion for a couple of years or more, and apparently have been unable to 
come toa decision as to what should be done. In the springtime it is 
said that the matter will be attended to before the summer season is in 
full swing, and now that wi ter is fast approaching, no doubt it will be 
pleaded that there is no reason for hurry. But clearly it will be to the 
disadvantage of the town if there is further delay. 


Art the Dunmow Petty Sessions, on the 24th ult., before the Rev. 
E, F. Gepp (chairman), and other justices, Agnes Clark, a married 
woman, was summoned for having exposed her daughter, Jemima, aged 
four years, in a public conveyance at Thaxted, while suffering from 
scarlet fever, on September 23rd. Mr. F. J. Snell, clerk to the 
Dunmow Rural Sanitary Authority, appeared to prosecute, and said 
the proceedings were taken under Section 126 of the Public Health 
Act. Defendant, a short time ago, obtained a separation order from 
her husband, and is living in service at Woodford, where she lodged 
and boarded the child at her sister’s. The little girl fell ill, and defen- 
dant conveyed her by train to Elsenham, and in a waggonette (used by 
the general public) from that station to Thaxted, where she was taken 
care of by defendant’s mother. The child was seen by Dr, Sunderland, 
who, finding the illness to be scarlet fever, gave the necessary notifica- 
tion to Dr. Richmond, the medical officer of health, and Mr. James 
Hamilton, the sanitary inspector. . These found her tobe in a highly 
infectious condition. “Fortunately no one rode with them in the vehicle 
from Elsenham, but how many were in contact with the “highly- 
infectious”? patient in the train is not known. Mr. Hamilton said 
defendant did not seek in any way to deceive him, and he found her 
statements to be truthful. Defendant said she did not think her 
daughter was ill with fever, or she would not have removed her. Fined 
gs. 6d. and £1 Ios. 6d. costs; a month allowed for payment. 








AT the Divisional Petty Sessions, at St. Albans, Lucy Tilcock was 
summoned at the instance of the St. Albans Rural Sanitary Authority 
for allowing a nuisance to exist on twelve cottages at Harpenden. 
The defendant said a nuisance did exist, but she was doing away with 
it. William Dunn, inspector of nuisances for the Rural Sanitary 
Authority, said he had examined the twelve cottages. They were all 
in a dilapidated state, and the closets at the rear were in a filthy con- 
dition and required emptying. They were too close up to the cottages, 
and in his opinion the whole property should be pulled down. The 
floors were six inches below the level of the ground. In answer to 
questions he said the property could be repaired, but at a great outlay. 
He examined the cottages only the day previous, and nothing had been 
done to remedy the defects. Dr. John Morison, medical officer of 
health for the district, said he had examined the cottages some weeks 
since and fuund them in a very dilapidated condition ; the roofs leaky, 
the woodwork rotten, and the walls very bad; while in several the 
floors were sunk some inches below the level of the road. _ The closets 
in the rear were in a most-aboniinable condition, and certainly required 
proper earth closets substituted for them. The smell from them was 
fearful, and infected the cottages and the neighbourhood fur a good 
many yards round. The bench made an order for the necessary re- 
p irs to be carried out in three weeks, with costs, amounting to £2 Is. 
Time to pay the costs was refused. 





THE methods of the Bristol Corporation in the disposal of their 
house refuse are as simple as they were in the days of Boadicea, and 
not nearly so scientific as they were in the days of the Roman occupa- 
tion. No better expedient can be devised by them than that of tipping 
the dust and offal in huge heaps in immediate proximity to the houses 
of respectable inhabitants. A long-suffering householder in St. 
Phillip’s Marsh brought an action against the contractors the other 
day for causing a nuisance with one of these ash heaps. He declared 
that the ash heap was 33 yards from the front of his house. It was 
about 40 feet high, and 300 or 400 yards in length and the same 
dimension in breadth. The ash heap was higher than his house, and 
obstructed the view of such objects as St. Werburgh’s tower from the 
upper storey windows. It cost him on an average 9d. a week in fly 
papers during the summer to keep down the pest of insects which 
came from the heap. They could not open their windows to get the 
fresh air, and had to put up with an intolerable stench. His wife 
occasionally suffered from low fever, and in 1890 she was ill for several 
months with the complaint. Since complaints had been made to the 
sanitary authority disinfectants had been largely deposited on the 
heap. He considered the constant smell of disinfectants a nuisance. 
In the winter the ash heaps often caught fire. This is truly a elect- 
able spot to live in, but it is evidently not a favourite residential 
locality for the members of the Bristol Town Council, or we fancy the 
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n 1isance would have been abated long ago. It is satisfactory to know 
that the corporation are building a destructor. 
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_ Mr. Brron’s fines for adulteration of food are only equalled in 
_ inadequacy by his paltry penalties for neglect by house jobbers of the 
© mmonest sanitary necessities. Note the following cases, viz. :— 
At Lambeth Police Court, on the 18th ult., Charles Watts, a builder, 
carrying on business at Lower Kennington Lane, appeared in answer 
to five summonses, issued at the instance of Mr. Ellis Marsland, dis- 
trict surveyor for Camberwell, for having, in the construction of some 
houses in Worlingham Road, East Dulwich, covered the site with 
other than a layer of good concrete at least 6 in. in thickness. 
. Mr. Biron, who had personally visited the houses, pointed out to the 
defendant that the material used had been very imperfectly mixed, and 
i did not conform to the requirements of the Building Act, which 
required that the material should be absolutely impervious to moisture. 
The defendant assured his worship that he was ready to carry out the 
work to the satisfaction of the district surveyor. Mr. Biron said that 
upon that understanding he would only impose a nominal penalty. He 
ordered the defendant to pay a fine of 20s. and 2s, costs on the first 
summons, and a fine of Is. and 2s. costs on each of the other sum- 
' monses. 


oes 





AT the same court, Samuel Keartland, the owner of the house, No. 
62, Harleyford Road, Kennington Oval, was summoned by the Lam- 
beth Vestry, under the provisions of the Public Health Act, for having 
allowed the premises to be in a state dangerous to health. Julius 
genes, one of the sanitary inspectors in the service of the vestry, said 

e visited the premises and found that every door and window had 
been removed from the house. A woman named O’Brien and two 
children were living in a back room at the top of the house. The 
premises being quite unfit for habitation owing to the windows and 
___ doors having been removed, he seived an order upon the defendant 
; reouiring him to do the necessary work within three days. Nothing 
Was uone, and on the roth inst. the vestry made an order requiring the 
nuisance to be abated within 24 hours, The work had not been done. 
In answer to the summons, the defendant said he had tried every legal 
means to get the woman out but without success. She would not go 
out nor would she pay rent. Mr. Biron made an order requiring the 
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premises to be closed within 48 hours, and directed the detendant to 


pay 6s. costs. 
-—>- REPOS 


FOOD PROSECUTIONS. 


: os 


MARGARINE. 


At the Leeds Town Hall, on the 11th ult., Joshua Appleyard, grocer, 
of Liverpool Hous’, Roundhay Roa‘, was summoned for having sold 
margarine in a wrapper on which was not printed the w rd “ Margarine”’ 

vin letters a quarter of an inch in height, as required by the Margarive 
Act of 1887, Mr. Jolliffe, deputy town-clerk, prosecuted, and said on 
Sept. 15th the shop was visited bv a man named Gill, who asked for a 
jpound of margarine. It was handed to him, and on the wrapper was 
written in pencil the word “‘ Margarine.’’ For the defence it was said 
that the defendant had run short of the proper papers. A fine of 5s. 
‘was imposed. Inspector Walker proved the case. 

Two cases of interest to provision dealers, both wholesale and retail, 
were heard by Sir James Sawyer and Mr. J. F. Brame, in the Second 
Court of Birmingham Police on the 2Ist ult. Thomas Somerton 

Parfitt, 217, Sherlock Street, was summoned for exposing margarine 

for sale which was not labelled as such. Evidence was given by an 
‘inspector that the: margarine was not labelled, but defendant’s wife, 
the inspector added, told him after he had purcbased a quantity for 
analysis that it was bought by her for butter. Parfitt produced an 
invoice showing that the margarine had been bought from a wholesale 
dealer for butter, and he was told by the clerk that he should have 

_ given notice to the inspector that that would be his defence. Sir 
-James Sawyer said he did not see how shopkeepers were to know that 
it was necessary to name what their defence would be, and he thought 
they should be enlightened on the point by the inspector when he pur- 
chased the sample. Jn reply to Sir James, the inspector stated that it 

, was very difficult to distinguish butter from margarine. It was pos- 
sible to make it so that the difference could only be found on careful 
analysis, and sometimes margarine appeared so much like butter that 
even experts were deceived. The bench thought there had been no 
attempt to defraud, but advised the defendant to caution his wife to 
be very careful. The summons was dismissed.—Maria Laughton was 
summoned for a similar offence. She swore that she purchased the 
margarine for butter, but admitted that she did not receive an invoice. 
She could not remember buying the particular lump from which the 
sample was taken, but she was confident, nevertheless, that she had it 
from the dealer as butter. Sir James Sawyer said that the bench 
would not have felt inclined to fine the defendant if she could have 
preduced an invoice proving what she said, or if she could have re- 
membered definitely purchasing the margarine as butter. A fine of 
5s. and costs would be imposed. 


FISH. 


The Judiciary Appeal Court gave judgment, on the 24th ult., in 
Edinburgh, in an appeal by Frederick Walker, fish auctioneer, New- 
haven, against a decision of Sheriff-Substitute Orphoot in Edinburgh 
Police Court, on 9th March last, convicting him of having sold, sent, 

_or consigned to Ann Carrigan, a fish hawker, Edinburgh, 69lb. of 
herrings ,;which were unfit for human food. The herrings were exposed 
by Carrigan in the Cowgate, but were seized ,condemned, and des- 
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troyed. The woman was convicted. The question in this case was 
whether the appellant was, under the Edinburgh Police and Municipal 
the original owner of the fish, and 
as snch amenable to the law as the “ person from whom the person so 
charged (Ann Carrigan) purchased’ the unsound fish. ‘Ihe Sheriff- 
Substitute held that he was, and convicted him. The court quashed the 
decision, and found the appellant envitled to expenses in both courts. 


A-ord Young’said he thought the magistrate was in error in holding that 


the jappellant was the original owner of these herrings, and that 
Carrigan purchased them from him. He had read the clause in the 
Edinburgh Police Act which dealt with this several times; they caused 
him to wipe his brow; they were such hard reading. Such a con- 
fused, perplexing mass and heap of verbiage rendered it very difficult 
to get at the true meaning, and he doubted very much whether the 
Legislature could possibly have contemplated all that might reasonably 
be argued to come within the meaning of those confused words. His 
opinion w s that the prosecution of the appellant, who was a mere 
auctioneer at Newhaven, and the prosecution of him, not along with 
the exposure for sale in town, which, he thought, was what the Legis- 
lature contemplated in any case brought under their notice, but three 
months after the prosecution and conviction of the fish hawker he 
thought that the prosecution of him was unwarranted, that the 
convtction was bad in law, and that the respondents ought to pay 
the appellant’s experises in the Police Court as well as of the appeal to 
that court. Lord M’Laren said it was difficult to understand why 
every town should be allowed to alter the language of the law to suit 
the caprices of the local authorities. It would be very much more to the 
advantage of the public that one uniform practice of criminal pro- 
cedure should prevail thioughout the United Kingdom than that 
every city should have its own code, and that in that code they should 
seek to exeacise jurisdiction over the whole inhabitants of Scotland. 
He concurred with Lord Young. Lord Wellwood also conéurred, and 
Lord Young’s suggestion became the finding of the court. 


MEAT. 


At St. Helens, on the 27th ult., Jas. M’Evoy, butcher, Chorley 
Street, was charged with preparing bad meat for sale at the Corpora- 
tion Slaughter-house. Mr. Jeeves, the town clerk, in prosecuting, 
said there was in the town, as in all towns, butchers who bought 
doubtful carcases with a view of getting them passed by the inspec or 
if they could. George Smirthewaite, meat inspector, said the beast 
exposed had suffered from some wasting disease, dropsy of the kidneys, 
and inflammation. Dr. Robertson said the c rcase was in the last 
stage of emaciation, and the meat was dark coloured and flabby. Mr. 
Dixon, veterinary surgeon, described it as unfit for dogs’ food. Mr. 
Riley made a most elaborate defence, arguing that if M’ Kvoy had sus- 
pected the meat he would not have taken it to the Corporatton 
abattoir, but would have gone to any of the hundred barns and shippons 
in the neighbourhood, where he might have slaughtered it and taken it 
to his stall. Messrs. W. G. Crosby, Thomas Langley, and H. Glover, 
butchers, all regarded the meat as fit for food. A fine of £5 and costs 
was imposed. 





DANISH BUTTER—IMPORTANT PROSECUTION.—On Wed- 
nesday last, an important prosecution was brought at Peter- 
borough by the agricultural department of the Danish 
Government, under the Merchandise Marks Act, against a 
provision dealer named Webb, who was charged with selling 
as choice Danish butter a mixture of butter and margarine. 
Fines, amounting with costs to £21 3s. 6d. were imposed. In 
a second case, brought by a local farmer, the defendant was 
fined £6, including costs. 
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@= THERE is NOTHING DESIRABLE in LIFE ASSURANCE which the SOCIETY does not FURNISH CHEAPLY, 


INTELLIGIBLY, and PROFITABLY. 


POLICIES 


Annuities of all kinds granted. 


INDISPUTABLE AFTER 5 YEARS. 


Rates fixed on the most favourable terms. 


THOMAS G. ACKLAND, F.I.A., F.S.S., Actuary and ret 
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FINEST OLD SCOTCH 
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(SPECIAL DIETETIC) 


WHISKY. 


BonpEp anpd Borrnep By 
CAVENDISH, EDENBOROUGH & CO., 4, CULLUM STREET, LONDON, E.C: 
A Blend of the finest Matured Whiskies, containing no sugar or fusel oil, with the highest 


percentage of the aromatic ethers produced by age. 


This has been specially selected, on the suggestion of Medical Men, to meet the demand for a 
Whisky which can be safely indulged in by sufferers from Gout, Rheumatism, Diabetes, or Dyspepsia. 


Price 54/- per Dozen, net Cash. 





GOLD MEDAL, LONDON, 1885. 
GOLD MEDAL, BRUSSELS EXHIBITION, 1888. 
DIPLOMA OF HONOUR (Highest Award), FOOD EXHIBI- 
TION, 1889. 


MEREDITH & DREW 


(AMALGAMATED), 


HIGH-CLASS BISCUITS & CAKES, 


ESPECIALLY ADAPTED FOR LICENSED VICTUALLERS, | 


HOTEL PROPRIETORS, & REFRESHMENT CONTRACTORS. 


Their various manufactures are made from the finest material, 


and manipulated by machinery of the highest order. 
Vans To ALtL Parts DalIty. 
Office and Works:—SHADWELIL, E. 


PRICE LISTS ON APPLICATION. 








VEUVE MONNIER CHAMPAGNE. 


SPECIAL CUVEE VINTAGE, 1884. 


NO FINER CAN BE HAD AT ANY PRICE 


To BE HAD OF ALL WINE MERCHANTS, 





VEUVE MONNIER ET SES FILS. 
RUE DU COMMERCE, EPERNAY 


Lonpon OFFICES : 


9, GREAT TOWER STREET, wo. 
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PICKLES, SAUCES, MALT VINEGAR, 
JAMS, SOUPS & POTTED MEATS 


MAY BE OBTAINED FROM ALL GROCERS THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. — 


CROSSE & BLACKWELL, LIMITED, SOHO SQUARE, LONDON. 
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S A _ The Original and the Best. 
ae ~ Contains the Most Cream. 


TRADE MARK. 


CHAMPION’S VINEGAR 


foe AeoOLUTELY PURE. 
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CRUEL CGHEAPNESS!'! 4 


Surely these words apply to the low-priced Baking Powders sold, containing in some instances a quarter of their bulk ALUM. Persons 
eating food containing it are SERIOUSLY INJURED, and children taking it day by day suffer from iudigestion in its worst form. 


CRUEL CHEAPNESS— 


because the persons using it have no idea of hurtful effects. 


FREEMAN'S BAKING & EGG POWDER 


Contains NO ALUM ocr any injurious ingredient, and has had a sale all over the kingdom for twenty-two years. 
Ten Analytical Chemists testify to its strength and parity. PROPRIETOK®S’ guarantee on each BOX. 


i= Sold by every London Wholesale House at List Prices. Lists on application. 


FREEMAN & HILDYARD, LONDON, S.E. 


Liverpool Branch—60, Stanley Street. Birmingham Branch—47, Soho Hill. 


KINGSFORD’S 


HAMAMELIS 


MEDICAd EDS pose 


FOR THE W.C. 


Is. absolutely pure and free from chemicals. 
Is very strong, yet beautifully soft. 
Disintegrates readily, and does not choke the waste pipe. 














Is impregnated with Hamameris Virernica, and is 
therefore Antiseptic and slightly Astringent. 
Is cheaper and better than any other Medicated Paper. 





SAMPLE PACKETS TO PROFESSION, 1s. POST FREE. 
KINGSFORD & CO., 54, Piccadilly, LONDON, W. 
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CAVENDISH, EDENBOROUGH & CO., 4, CULLUM STREET, LONDON, BC. 





A Blend of the finest Matured Whiskies, containing no sugar or fusel oil, with the highest 
percentage of the aromatic ethers produced by age. 


This has been specially selected, on the suggestion of Medical Men, to meet the demand — 
for a Whisky which can be safely indulged in by sufferers from Gout, Rheumatism, Diabetes, or 
Dyspepsia. 


Price 54/- per Dozen, net Cash. 
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- cent. of butter fat I should look upon with very great suspicion. 
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ANALYSTS’ REPORTS. 


TuE report of the public analyst appointed for the County of 
‘Chester, upon the articles analysed by him under the above Act, 
during the quarter ending the 80th September, 1892 :— 

During the quarter ending the 30th September, I have analysed 198 
‘samples, consisting of 44 milks, 52 butters, 28 spirits, 10 coffees, 7 


lards, 3 peppers, 1 chocolate, 2 gingers, 3 yeast, 1 margarine, 1 bread — 


and butter, and 46 waters. Of these 9 were adulterated, namely, 3 
butters, 4 spirits, 1 coffee and 1 milk. The coffee was adulterated 
-with 25 per cent. of chicory. The spirits were adulterated with 
-4, 8, 12, and 22 per cent. of water, over and above the most liberal 
quantity which is allowed by the Act of Parliament. In the case of the 
butters, after making full deductions there remained 5 and 7 per cent. 
of water of adulteration. This form of adulteration is now carried on 
to a very large extent, and makers shield themselves by saying that the 
water has been left in accidentally during the process of manufacture. 
Good marketable butter should not contain more than 10 per cent. of 
-wa‘er, this, together with the curd and salt, should be considerably 
under 20 per cent., therefore all butters containing less than 80 per 
Of 
the 46 samples of water, only 14 were good, 19 bad, and 13 very bad. 
“The very bad ones were dilute solutions of sewage, and I can say, asI 
-did in my last report, that some sewage effluents were far purer than 
the 13 samples. 43 samples of water were sent by various Local 
Boards, and 3 by the County Police. 

The great question is, how are people in remote country districts to 
obtain good water when the wells all round them are contaminated 
with animal and vegetable matter; thus in some cases the water may 
-contain organic matter decomposed, organic matter readily decom- 
posed, recent organic matter, and old organic matter. Yet, in 
~whatever innocent or harmful form the organic matter may appear, 
it must be looked upon as highly dangerous, and, therefore, to be got 
rid of at any cost. The only way in which this can be efficiently and 
economically done is, by passing ithe waters through filters of sand 
-and magnetic oxide of iron. 

Since writing my last report I have almost daily experimented upon 
this subject, filtering as small a quantity as one gallon up to ten 
‘thousand gallons in the 24 hours, and I have found from experience 
that if a small quantity of water is passed through a large amount of 
-clean course sand, say from 15 to 20 gallons to the square yard 
during the 24 hours, a purification may be effected of 99 per cent., or, 
practically speaking, pure water is the result of such filtration ; but 
after a period of filtration when the quantity of water is increased 
the sand loses its powers of purification, and the filtered water is 
gradually recontaminated ; but in the case of a filter composed of 
magnetic oxide of iron this does not occur. I have had the two filters 
working side by side, the polarite or magnetic oxide of iron passing as 
much as one thousand galions to the square yard in 24 hours pro- 
-ducing a water pure for all practical purposes, not only for a day 
week or month but for years. Therefore, there is not the slightest 
mecessity for any one in the country to drink impure water, asit could 
be put into any ordinary barrel with a tap and allowed to trickle 
through a layer of sand or polarite ; by this means, should the water 
-contain organic matter ready to putrefy time is given for putrefection 
to begin and finish before passing through the filter, the surface of the 
Jilter should never be constantly covered with water, as is so often the case 
in ordinary expensive filters, as no opportunity is thea given for the 
oxygen of the air to oxidise and burn up the organic matter in the 
‘water ; when the filter has rest, or not too much work to do, it will 
then exert its highest powers of purification. 

It must not be understood from the foregoing remarks that I in 
any way advocate the continued use for drinking purposes of con- 
taminated well water ; the remarks I have ventured ;to make apply 
only to those districts where the prospects of obtaining a purer water 
‘supply may be remote, and, therefore, I think, as 1 said in my former 
report, that it is far safer to drink a water which has been boiled and 
filtered than waters which come from sources so contaminated. 

Total number of samples analysed during the quarter, 198. 

J. CARTER BELL, A.R.S.M., F.1.C., &e. 

Ar the last meeting of the Holland County Council, Mr. C. H. 
Southwell, Ph. C., F.R.M.S., public analyst submitted his 
quarterly report. 

A discussion arose on the adulteration of saffron and other 
drugs. The Chairman said it was extremely undesirable that 
the least deviation from the established standard should be 
allowed, but it was only right to point out that in the cases of 
persons who had been recently convicted for selling adulterated 
‘tincture of rhubarb, the ingredient omitted was simply colouring 
matter which did not aftect the medicinal properties of the 
mixture. The public analyst, in calling atteution to the large 
proportion of cases of adulteration, suggested that more samples 
should be taken. Supt. Jarvis, however, was of opinion that 
there was very little serious adulteration in the district. If there 
was, the question arose whether adulteration would not be more 
likely to be stopped by heavier penalties in case of conviction 
instead of a larger number of cases for analysis. Councillor 
Gooch could not see how the adulteration could bestopped unless 
a larger number of cases were sent for analysis. The Chairman’s 
remedy seemed to be the same thing in another way. The 
Chairman said it was not. The cases for analysis were much 
more numerous now than when the public analyst took office, 
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Ald. Cooke said he understood the Chairman to say that saffron, 
the absence of which from tincture of rhubarb constituted adul- 
teration, was only colouring matter. Would the Chairman be 
good enough to give his authority for the statement. The Chair- 
man said he would readily do so. He was prepared with his 
authority from ‘ Squire’s Companion to the British Pharma- 
copeoeia.” . 
‘ Saffron. 

‘‘Mepicinan Properties.—A slightly exhilarating stimulant. 

Useful for giving colour and flavour to official preparations.” 


Ald. Cooke said that scarcely bore out the statement that saffron 
had no medicinal property. The Chairman said it was very 
slight. Ald, Cooke expressed his surprise that, if such were the 
case, the absence of saffron should constitute adulteration under 
the Food and Drugs Act. As there were chemists in the council 
he should like to hear their view. Did they confirm the Chair- 
man’s opinion ? Ald. Shadford was understood to say that the 
properties of saffron were unimportan! and inert, it was merely 
a colouring fluid. Ald. Cooke said he should like to know why 
the samples which had recently been subjected to analysis were 
regarded as adulterated and the sellers subjected to fines if the 
presence of saffron was immaterial. Wasit a question of the cost 
of saffron? Having so far added to the information of the 
council could Ald. Shadford tell them the relative cost of the 
saffron and that of the ingredient substituted. Then they would 
be able to judge. Ald. Shadford (after the question had been 
repeated) said: The saffron is the most expensive. The rhubarb 
in tincture of rhubarb is all important. lf the rhubarb is there 
nobody is damaged. The saffron is only colouring matter, and 
its absence or presence does not do any harm. Ald. Cooke: 
The adulteration of gin with water seems to’be very much on the 
same lines. The Chairman: I think that many are of that 
opinion, Some would not object if it were diluted to the 
vanishing point. I wish it to be quite understood that I do not 
wish to excuse the adulteration in the cases referred to. If we 
have a legal standard the standard must be adhered to. Drugs 
and food must be sold of the proper quality. (Hear, hear.) 
We will now pass on to the next bosiness. [We do not see the 
record of one sample of butter, cocoa, mustard, lard, milk, in this 
important county jurisdiction of Lincoln, being taken for analysis. 
A more finished specimen of Bumbleism than that afforded by 
the discussion we have rarely come across. The fact that spirits 
form so large a proportion of the samples taken is interesting, 
the gifted council apparently being, from motives of health, more 
concerned in that question than in the one of foreign produce being 
sold as English. A county council like this of Holland is a disgrace 
to the country. The existence of such bodies explains why foreign 
butters, bacons, &c., are monopolising our markets, and why our 
own industries are perishing. Is there no enlightened, public- 
spirited member of the council who will tell his colleagues their 
duty to the public ? | 


Tue Southampton borcugh analyst (Mr. James Brierley) 
reported to the Town Council, on the 12th inst., that during the 
quarter ending September 30th— 


There had been submitted for analysis 49 samples, of which two 
were adulterated, or 4.08 per cent.; two persons had been summoned 
and one convicted and fined 40s. and costs 12s. 6d. The number of 
samples analysed showed an increase of 13 on the previous three 
months, There was, however, a remarkable decrease in the number 
of adulterated samples, the percentage having fallen from 23°83 in 
the previous quarter to 4°08 only for the three months just ended. 
The two cases of adulteration were both samples of whisky, and the 
amount of adulteration 10 to 64 per cent. respectively. In the case 
where a conviction was not obtained the magistrates were unable to 
agree. In regard to milk an improvement had resulted from the pre- 
vious three months’ work; 19 samples were submitted, and in no 
case could it be certified that water had been added. This compares 
favourably with eighteen samples and seven adultered in the previous 
quarter. Four samples were very poor in quality and of a suspicious 
character, and their source would require careful watching. Five 
were poor, four average, three above the average, two considerably 
above the average, and one exceptionally rich in cream. Butter kept 
up a uniform standard of purity. Six samples of ice cream were all 
pure and remained good for two days. 


The report was regarded as very satisfactory, and the Mayor 
remarked that the Acts seemed to be accomplishing much 


good. 


Mr. Joun T. Cowprroy, Associate Sanitary Institution, 
sanitary inspector for Kidderminster, has issued his eighth annual 
report to the Health Committee. Tne record of work done is a 
very good one, there being, we are pleased to see, an increase in 
the number of samples of food and drugs taken for analysis as 
compared with previous years. In 1891, 30 samples were taken, 
and the percentage of adulteration was 10:0. During 1892 the 
total samples were 46, and the percentage of adulteration rose to 
28:2, We have again to notice the ridiculously small fines 
inflicted by magistrates for serious adulterations. For selling as 
pure butter a substance containing 85 per cent. margarine, the 
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fine was 10. and costs, which is as stupid as Mr. Biron’s practice. 
Of course the trail of Somerset House inevitably appears, but 
this time it is somewhat unique. Two rubbishy substances sold 
as dandelion coffee on analysis were shown to contain 34 per 
cent. and 15 per cent. of coffee respectively, there being 66 per 
cent. and 85 per cent. of chicory and dandelion. The results 
were nil as “the tins bore an excise stamp.” The astounding 
thing to our mind is that Somerset House analysts have the 
impudence to charge the public of this country for their services. 


They are really working for Danish, Dutch, American, and some ~ 


English adulterators, and as they have done more to develop and 
encourage foreign trade than any of those people’s Governments 
have done, we think they should be too high minded to allow 
this country to pay for their services. Perhaps this will be 
brought out on the estimates when a motion is made to dock 
their salaries? Mr. Cowderoy makes a very timely observation 
in his report on slaughterhouses, of which there are 28 registered 
in Kidderminster :— 


Constant visits have been paid to them during the year, and each 
slaughterhouse has been limewashed several times. With slaughter- 
houses scattered all over the borough, the inspection of meat is 
necessarily imperfect. Until the law is altered so as to provide for 
the erection of public slaughterhouses, and to compel every animal 
required for food to be slaughtered therein, and its interior organs 
thoroughly examined before being put on the market for sale, the 
supervision of our fresh meat supply will continue to be imperfect. 


During the year 1 carcase of a calf, 2 half carcases of mutton, 
408 lbs. of cheese, 12 lbs. of bacon, and 1 carcase of a sheep were 
condemned and destroyed as unfit for human consumption ; 909 
sanitary defects and nuisances were found and reported upon, 
and of these 464 notices were served for abatement. Infectious 
diseases notified and attended to were, in 1890, 438 cases, 1891, 
141 cases, 1892, 941 cases of which last 788 were scarlat fever, 
Swine fever outbreaks that effected 50 pigs in 1890, and 35 in 
1891, have affected only 4 in 1892, the compensation falling from 
£35 14s. 6d. to 9s. The Factory and Workshop Act, 1891, which 
came into operation on January Ist, 1892, and empowered 
sanitary authorities to deal with the cleanliness, ventilation, over- 
crowding, sanitary arrangements and limewashings of workshops, 
appears to have been well carried out. 





“SKIMMED” CONDENSED MILK, AND THE 
MANUFACTURE OF LITTLE ANGELS. 





A CORRESPONDENT has sent us the following letter, with the 
extraordinary heading above given :— 


“ Sir,—In none of the reports published by you do I see any 
records of prosecutions of vendors of “skimmed” condensed 
miJk. I am the more surprised at this, because you give so 
goodly an array of cases of prosecutions for adulteration of 
ordinary milk. In 1891 the mortality of infants under ono year 
in England and Wales was 151 per 1,000 of the population ; 149 
children out of every 1,000 born died within one year, and out of 
every 1,000 deaths 231 deaths were children under one year old. 
You have done great service by warning the public against pur- 
chasing spurious condensed milks and infants’ foods, but what 
are the Food and Drugs Acts Inspectors doing to allow the un- 
interrupted sale of tke articles? It is one thing warning the 
public, and another thing entirely to punish the vendors. I give 
you a list of some ‘skimmed’ preparations. They are:— 


The Goat-Brand containing 1:54 per cent. of fat (cream). 


», Anchor ” 196 y, ” ” 

» Shamrock ¥ 2°72 ” ” ” 
~s ).oOr 

ss Daily ” 2 25 ” ” ” 
: Be 

5 Calf F ” 2°33 »” ” ” 

» Swiss Dairy ,, 1:63 ” 


” 9 
Pure condensed milk should contain at least 10 per ,cent. of 
fat (cream). 

“The above-named concoctions, on the authority of analyses 
made by Mr. Bernard Dyer, D.Sc., contain nourishment only in 
the proportions shown in the above table. I have no objection 
whatever to seeing ‘skimmed’ condensed milk used with tea or 
coffee, although even then it is animposition upon the purchaser 
unless it be sold as ‘skimmed’ condensed milk. It is the large 
sale of ‘skimmed’ substances for feeding babies that I think 
should be regarded as one of the worst, as it undoubtedly is, one 
of the meanest and most heartless of frauds. The number of 
poor women who, ignorantly, use ‘skimmed’ substances is legion, 
and we shall never reduce infant mortality until the sale of such 
articles is rigorously dealt with. How long will Food and Drugs 
Acts Inspectors allow this ‘‘ manufacture of little angels” to be 
carried on P Yours faithfully, 


MG »D.? 


“ Manchester, 








_ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. | 


MILK. 
At the West London Poliee Court, Kensington, on the 27th ult., 


George James Freeman, of Treverton Street, Notting Hill, was sum- ] 


moned at the instance of the Kensington Vestry for selling milk with 


40 per cent. of the original fat abstracted. Mr. Chambers Leete- 


attended to support the summons. Mr. Ellenden, the inspector, 
proved purchasing the milk, and the certificate of the analyst was. 
produced showing the result of the analysis. Mr. Curtis-Bennett- 
said it was a very bad case, and fined the defendant £8, in addition 
to 12s. 6d. costs. y 


George Jefferies, of Bonchurch Road, was also summoned for selling 
milk adulterated to the extent of 15 per cent. of added water. The 
defendant, who said he sold the milk as he received it, was fined £4- 
with 12s. €d. costs. 


[We commend these sensible fines to the attention of Mr. Biron 
and to the other magistrates, of whose actions and inadequate 
fines the Local Government Board pen the weighty rebuke “ that 
magistrates should appreciate more highly the gravity of the 
fraud involved since Local Authorities who take measures to 
repress it are likely to be discouraged if they find that the penal- 
ties imposed are too small to act as a deterrent.”—Eb. | 


At North London Police Court, on the 28th ult., before Mr. Bros,- 
Evan Jones, dairyman, of 83, Well Street, Hackney, was summoned 
for selling milk adulterated with 11 per cent. of added water. The 
defendant pleaded that he sold the milk in the same state as he got 
it. Mr. Bros: Did you have a written warranty? The defendant: 
No; we only sell about eight quarts a day, and have a verbal 
declaration that it is pure. Inspector Panter, in the employ of the- 
Hackney District Board of Works, said he purchased a pint of milk 
at Defendant’s shop, and paid 2d. for it, at the same time telling him 
that he wanted it for analysis. He submitted his portion of the 
sample to the public analyst, and received certificate (produced) that 
the sample contained 11 per cent. of added water. The defendant. 
said he had a witness present, who would swear that the milk was not 
tampered with after delivery. Mr. Bros: Then you have your’ 
remedy against the person who sold it to you. You willbe fined 
12s. 6d., and 12s. 6d. costs. 


The Torquay magistrates on the 3rd inst., fined James Bailey, a. 
retailer of milk, £3 for selling adulterated milk on the 10th ult. The 
county analyst certified that the milk had been adulterated, 30 per 
cent. of the milk fat having been removed by skimming or otherwise. 


Defendant said that Mr. Bovey ought to be fined, as the milk was- — 


originally supplied by him. 


At Dublin on the 8rd inst. Julia Commins, milk dealer, 41, Essex 
Street, was prosecuted by Inspector Myers, for offering for sale milk 
adulterated with 25 per cent. of water. A fine of £3 was imposed. 
Bartholomew Smyth, 100, Lower Tyrone Street, for exposing for sale 
new milk adulterated with 13 per cent. of water was fined £1. Patrick 
M’Grath, 56. Mabbet Street, for new milk adulterated with 10 per 
cent. of water; fined 17s. Thomas Dunne, 6, Jane Place, for butter- 
milk adulterated with 20 per cent. exclusive of the usual allowance 
for churning purposes, was fined £2. Michael Coady, 92, Marl- 
borough Street was fined £2 for selling buttermilk adulterated with 
20 per cent. exclusive of churning allowance. Timothy Alpin, 42,. 
Lower Buckingham Street, was fined £3 for selling buttermilk adul- 
terated with 25 per cent. exclusive of churning allowance. Peter 
Keane, 1, Annesley Place, was fined 10s. for selling milk adulterated 
with 10 per cent. of added water. 


An important statement was made by the official analyst in a sum-- 
mons issued against William Brown, trading as the Farmers’ Direct 
Supply Company, of South Grove, Bow, E., who was summoned at 
the Clerkenwell Police Court on Wednesday last by Sanitary Inspector 
Green, on behalf of the Clerkenwell Vestry, for selling milk which 
had been adulterated with the admixture of starchy matter to the 
extent of 14 per cent. The inspector gave evidence that the 
adulterated milk, which was sold at 3d. per quart, was 
purchased from a truck in Woodbridge Street, Clerkenwell, 
the truck being in the possession of a servant of the defendant. It was 
stated by an analyst that water had been added to the milk to the 
extent of 7 per cent., and the effect of the addition of starchy mat-- 
ter was to disguise the weakening of the milk. Whenstarch was put 
into milk it prevented the presence of added water being detected by 
the use of a lactometer, and even by analysis it was difficult to de- 
tect the adulteration. The defendant denied that he adulterated the- 
milk with starch, and said it was sold as a mixture of “skim and 
pure.” Mr. Bros imposed a penalty of £5 and costs. 


BUTTER, 


At the West Ham Police-court, on the 31st ult., John Toop, a. 
grocer, of 310, High Street, Stratford, was summoned by William: 
Horn, the Inspector of Nuisances for West Ham, for selling as but- 
ter a mixture which on analysis proved to be adulterated with 90 per 
cent. of margarine. Mr. Lovibond appeared for the defence, and 
said that he would enter a plea of guilty. The defendant had not. 
been long in business, and did not know the law as to margarine: In 
answer to Mr. Baggallay, Mr. Horne said that margarine varied in 


| price from 6d. to ls. a lb., and he added that in five cases where he 


had bought butter at 1s. alb., the analyst returned the samples as 
pure. One shilling a pound was paid for the mixture in this case. 
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“Mr. Baggallay imposed a fine of £3 and costs. Richard Taylor, of 

189, High Street, Stratford, was summoned for a similar offence. 
Here the adulteration was 90 per cent. of margarine, and a fine of 
-£3 and costs was imposed. 


At Birkenhead, on the 4th inst., Robert Williams, provision dealer, 
:22, Chapel Street, was fined 40s. and 17s. costs for neglecting to label 
a certain parcel of margarine exposed for sale. For a similar offence 
James Griffiths, 46, Watson Street, was fined 40s. and 17s. costs. 
Against this defendant there was a second information for selling as 
pure butter a substance which was found on analysis to be adulter- 
-ated with 25 per cent. of water. Defendant pleaded that he bought 
this article as pure Irish butter from a Liverpool firm and paid 110s. 
per cwt. for it, afterwards selling it at 1s. per pound. The firm from 
which he purchased it was the largest in the trade. Mr. Bromfield, 
-deputy-town-clerk, who prosecuted, suggested that in this case his 
worship should only inflict a small penalty. What the prosecution 
‘wanted was to get at the wholesale people. His Worship: Then I 
-advise you to order some butter from them, have it analysed, and 
-then prosecute the wholesale people. Defendant added that the but- 
-ter was passed at Cork by the Corporation Inspector, and bore the 
Corporation Stamp. His Worship said this was a public question, 
-as the public in buying what they thought was butter were paying for 
water instead. He asked defendant if he had a warranty with this 
butter. Defendant: I had an invoice with it marked “pure butter.” 
Mr. Copland (mazgistrate’s clerk): A mere invoice is not a warranty. 
Mr. Bromfield said he would be content with a small fine in this case 
if his worship expressed his disapprobation of the practice of the 
‘butter trade. His Worship said that under the circumstances he 
would inflict only a small penalty of 10s. without costs. The whole- 
gale dealers, he thought, were the persons who should be held re- 
sponsible in cases of this kind.—[We quite agree with the view of 
Mr. Samuell, the magistrate, as to the necessity for prosecuting the 
-wholesale dealer. It is a serious allegation against the authorities at 
the Cork Butter Market if as is stated the butter was passed as genuine 
‘by the Corporation Inspector, and we hope that Mr. Martin Flavin 
and Mr. W. J. Lane will make inquiry if this serious allegation be 
-true. We can scarcely believe it. | 


At Lowestoft last week Isabella Clarke, of Norwich, had been in 
-the habit of hawking what she called fresh country butter about 
Lowestoft at 1s. 2d. per pound. Inspector Kett purchased a pound 
of such butter and had it analysed, when it was found to contain 
73 per cent. of fat other than butter. She was fined £1, and costs 
-8s.; or, in default, 14 days.— [The magistrate remarked that it was 
a very bad case. It was, and on that account a more exemplary sen- 
tence ought to have been passed for the protection of visitors to 
“Lowestoft on whom this stuff is foisted.] 


Edward Hurlbert, butterman, High-street, Hampton Hill, was 
-summoned last week at the instance of Inspector Tyler for selling 
butter which was ‘not of the nature, substance and quality 
demanded.” On the 19th September the Inspector proceeded to the 
.defendant’s shop and purchased a sample of butter, which he divided 
into three parts in the defendant’s presence. A portion had been 
analysed by the county analyst, and found to contain 70 per cent. of 
foreign fat. A fine of £2 2s. including costs was imposed. 


[We think that if the magistrate had any appreciation of his 
duty to the public he would have inflicted an exemplary fine in 
‘this case, instead of one which enables the adulterator to defy 
‘the law with impunity. Such miserably petty punishments are 
ather an encouragement than a deterrent.—Eb. | 


COFFEE. 


At West Ham Police-court on the 31st ult. Helen Cull, of 91, 
High Street, Stratford, was summoned for selling as coffee a mixture 
containing 35 per cent. of chicory, and a fine of £2 and costs was 
dmposed. 


BONE MEAL. 


In the Queen’s Bench division, sitting at the Guildhall on the 31st 
ult., before Mr. Justice Wright and a special jury, Mr. McCarnie sued 
Messrs. Culverwell & Co. to recover the sum of £14 odd, paid by the 
plaintiff for 383 bags of bone meal, which was subsequently found 
not to be pure bone meal, but meal adulterated with 15 per cent. of 
-calespar. 

Mr. Leese, Q.C., and Mr. Lyon appeared for the plaiatiff; and Mr. 
Greene, Q.C., appeared for the defendants. 

The plaintiff’s case was that he bought the bone meal in question 
for a Mr. Montgomery, and on his application a sample was supplied, 
~which, upon analysis, showed that the meal instead of being pure 
bone meal was adulterated with 15 per cent. of crushed coral. Upon 
‘this plaintiff communicated with the defendants, when the reply he 
weceived was that they had nothing to do with plaintiff’s buyer’s com- 
plaints. The meal was sold on its merits, aad a sample handed to 
the plaintiff. The present proceedings were then instituted. It was 
part of plaintiff’s case that the manure was not a marchantable article 
in consequence of the presence of the crushed coral. It was further 
stated that no sample was furnished with the contract of the 8th of 
April, though a sample ws furnished to plaintiff in respect of another 
buyer about a fortnight previously from the same shipment. It was 
not usual for brokers to have bons meal analysel. 

The defence was that the plaintiff bought half the carzo by sample 
on the 23rd of March at £4 per ton, and a fortnight later purshased 
the remainder at £3 173. 6d. par ton, the defendant refusing to 
guarantee the stuff, or to sell it otherwise than by sample delivered 
in March, and that under these circumssan2es he wa3 bound by his 








contract. It was further stated that Madras bone meal was well 
known in the market as impure, and was the only bone meal coming 
from India which was adulterated. : 

The jury, without retiring, returned a verdict for the plaintiff, and 
his Lordship gave judgment accordingly. é 


MARGARINE. 


At the Leeds Borough Police Court on the 26th ult., Frank 
Robinson, trading as ‘‘ Broscombe’s Provision Stores,” Marsh Lane, 
Leeds, was summoned for selling margarine in a paper wrap- 
per on which was not printed in letters at least a quarter of an 
inch square, as required by the Act of 1837, the word ‘‘ Margarine.” 
Mr. C. C. Jolliffe, Deputy Town Clerk, prosecuted on behalf of 
the Corporation, and Mr. Crawford defended. The case was proved 
by Inspector Walker, and on behalf of the defendant it was 
pleaded that the offence had been committed in ignorance of the © 
law. The Bench inflicted a fine of £3 and costs. 


Mr. William Robinson, of the Supply Stores, Otley, was summoned 
for a similar offence at his shop at 29, Burmantofts-street, Leeds. 
Mr. Joliffe prosecuted and Mr. Shepherd appeared for the defendant, 
for whom it was pleaded that the offence had been committed through 
inadvertence. Mr. Warren said that the Bench were of opinion that 
that was the case, and inflicted a fine of £3 and costs. 

J. W. Appleton, provision dealer, 5, Corporation-street, St. Helens 
was on the 31st ult. fined 2s. 6d. and costs for exposing margarine 
for sale without it being labelled according to the act of Parliament. 
The word ‘‘ Margarine” was printed on the stand, but it was on the 
back of it, and a person would have to go behind the counter to see 
it. 

[Whoever this magistrate is his presence on the bench is in- 
jurious to the public weal, and the Lord Chancellor woull do 
the country a service were he to dispense with his services.—ED | 


WHISKEY. 


At Maidenhead, Elizabeth Meddlicott, of the King’s Arms Hotel, 
Cookham, has been summoned for having on October 5th, sold half- 
a-pint of Irish Whiskey not of the quality and substance demandad 
by the purchaser. P.c. Goodall, of Reading, proved purchasing the 
whiskey, and D.s. Gamble gave evidence as to a portion of the 
whiskey being sent to the public analyst, Mr. W. W. Fisher, whose 
report was that the sample was adulterated by dilution with water. 
The alcoholic strength was 70 per cent. of proof spirit, or 30 degrees 
below proof, which is 5 degrees under the limit fixed by the Act. 
Mr. Weed, solicitor, who appeared for defendant, said that she wag 
unaware that the Whiskey was so much below proof. The Magis- 
trates imposed a fine of £5, with 21s. costs. 

At Newark County Police Court, on 26th ult., Samuel Parks, inn- 
keeper, Coddington, who was summoned some time ago by Inspector 
Garforth for selling adulterated whisky, and who preferred having 
the sample alleged to be adultarated sent up to Somerset House for 
analysis, now appeared to hear the report of the Government 
authorities. The report stated that the sample analysed had 34 per 
cent. of added water, or 9 per cent. more than allowed by law. The 
Bench fined defendant £3, including costs and expenses of analysis. 


RUM. 


At Altrincham on the 7th inst., James Waterhouse, licensed vic- 
tualler, was summoned for adulterating rum tothe extent of 8 per cent. 
Mr. Overend Evans submitted that the Act had not been complied with. 
The seller at the time of the sale refused to accept a portion of the 
sample, and half ought to have been returned by the public analyst 
to him. The Bench held the objection fatal, and dismissed the case. 








At Glasgow, on the 4th inst., Sheriff Birnie had before him in 
Chambers four cases which were brought up at the instance of 
the Local Authority of Govan, who were represented by Mr. John 
Locke Anderson, writer. The first case was that against James 
Hawthorn, dairyman, Govan, who pleaded guilty the previous 
Friday of having contravened the Dairies, Cowsheds, and Milk- 
shops Order of 1885 by occupying as a dairy or milkshop premises 
which were not so constructed and situated as to secure them 
from a stable cesspool and an untrapped drain. Mr, Anderson 
stated yesterday that the necessary repairs had now been executed 
on the premises to the satisfaction of Mr. George Dunn, sanitary 
inspector of the burgh. He did not therefore ask a penalty. 
His Lordship ordered the respondent to pay £2 2s. of expenses. 
William Nicholson, 23, Hozier Street, Partick, was charged under 
the Public Health (Scotland) Act, 1867, with having insanitary 
houses in a back tenement at 594, Govan Road, the defects being 
insufficient water-closet accommodation, improper ventilation, 
and broken plaster work. Mr. Anderson stated that since the 
lodging of the complaint the repairs had been executed to the 
satisfaction of the sanitary inspector. He did not therefore ask 
for a’p-nalty. His Lordship awarded the prosscutor £2 2s, of 
expenses. Complaints under the same Act against Henry D. 
Sharp, 482, Paisley Road, for having insanitary houses at 156, 
M’L2an Street, Govan, and against James Wilson & Son, 20, 
Halen Street, and Hugh Wilson, John Streat, for having a closs 
at 14, Logie Street, Govan, without proper surface drainage, were 
continued for a fortnight in ordar that the repsirs might be 
executed to the satisfaction of the Sanitary Inspector. 
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ANTISEPTICS IN FOOD. 


THE importance of this question is such that we need not 
apologise for once more referring to it, after our articles in 
several of our previous numbers, Action must be taken, if 
our agriculture as well as public health are not still more to 
be damaged. Legislation is imperative. It has been so for 
years, as will be seen from the following extract from a paper by 
Mr. G. M. Allender, read before the Farmers’ Club in 1881, and 
from the discussion thereon :— 


There is a trade springing up, which, if not checked, will 
drive just another nail into the coffin of British agriculture. 
I hold in my hands letters from some six or eight firms, dating 
chiefly from Holland offering to send fresh milk to London. 
Fresh milk, indeed, fresh in the sense that we see advertised ; 
“Preserve your milk and cream—will keep milk good for 
fourteen days.” This is by means of various chemical com- 
pounds, some of them fairly harmless, doubtless, to healthy 
adults, but how about invalids and delicate or very young 
children, whose principal food is milk? Can anyone say that 
a daily dose of strong aikali, no matter how small the quantity 
may be, may not have serious, if not fatal consequences in 
some cases ? . 

I say the use of such means to palm off stale milk as fresh is 
nothing less than a swindle. Take glacialine, for instance. The 
specification in the patent, No. 3107, a.p. 1876, says it is a com- 
pound of hydric borate which is boracic acid, sodic diborate, 
which is ordinary borax, glycerine (:he presence of which in a 
dry state is an impossibility) and white sugar. This is not the 
language, literally, of the patent specification, but consists of 
interpolated remarks by the author of the paper. Well, our 
great-grandmothers knew all about borax. In its several torms 
it is an excellent antiseptic ; it has been known for years, only 
people who desire to use it might just as well buy it under its 
own name and at its own price. And inasmuch as glacialine is 
generally sold in the form of powder, and as glycerine cannot be 
produced in a dry state, it follows that it may be taken for 
granted that the mixture sold under the name of glacialine does 
not contain glycerine, and as the specification says that the sugar 
may ba used or not, the whole thing resolves itself into borax 
and boracic acid, substances as common as ordinary salt, and 
known for agas before the date of the patent. The specification 
goes on to say, that, to preserve meat, nitrate of potash (which 
is ordinary saltpetre) and common salt may be added. I refer 
to this special preservative because its merits are being puffed. 
No preservative is required by honest traders for fresh milk, and 
it is only playing into the hands of the foreigner to advise the 
use of it. Milk, to be sent from Holland to keep sweet until 
consumed in England, must be doctored in some way. Our public 
analysts ought to look to that. 


Mr. Allender is well known as connected with the Aylesbury 
Dairy Company and is an eminent and far-sighted dairy-farmer. 
If the Government will not listen to public analysts, who have 
brought the matter under their eyes, they might lend an ear to 
the dairy-farmers themselves. In the discussion on Mr. Allender’s 
paper, the late Dr. Augustus Voelcker said the following :— 

Mr. Allender has alluded to Glacialine, and has expressed his 
doubts as to whether it was made according to the patent, which 
declares there shall be glycerine and sugar in it. In the samples 


which I analysed I found neither glycerine nor sugar, but boracic 
acid and borax, materials far less unobjectionable than either 





sugar or glycerine. I should not object to sugar if it were not. 
for reasons which induce me to object to all tampering with milk.. 
I certainly object to boracic acid or borax. I have heard that: 
borax is a good thing for chapped hands and pimples, and that it. 
is used as a cosmetic, but I should object, if I had babies to feed. 
on milk, that they should be dosed also with borax or boracic 

acid. In some milk which came from Holland, I found no boracic 

acid, but salicylic acid. This acid is largely used on the Con- 

tinent as a preservative of milk and, I believe, also of fish and 

meat intended to be kept fresh for a week or two. lt certainly 
does preserve milk, but at the same time it is used as a most 

powerful remedy in cases of acute rheumatism. A member of 

my family took it when suffering from that complaint, and it cer-- 
tainly had the effect of temporarily alleviating rheumatic pains ;. 
but, unfortunately, salicylic acid is apt to take away the appetite 
and to cause deafness and singing in the ears. 
has such an effect on full-grown human beings, it must have— 
though perhaps in a minor degree—an injurious effect, when used 
in very minute quantities, on the constitution of infants: and it 
is certainly very objectionable to introduce into milk a material 
which has such powerful medicinal properties as salicylic acid.. 
With regard to the effects of borax on the constitution, I do not 

think it would be recommended by any medical men who have 
had much experience with regard to infantine life. After all, it. 
is perhaps a good thing that milk spoils so readily if it be badly 
and dirtily handled. It is a great safeguard that milk isso liable 
to spoil when it is not perfectly sound. 

Milk properly cooled before it is sent by rail, and kept in a. 
well-aired store-room, will remain good for forty-eight hours, 
even in summer. There is no necessity for using any artificial. 
means for preserving it for any reasonable length of time. But 
if only a small quantity of milk from an unhealthy cow is mixed 
with a large quantity of good milk, the whole of the milk will 
rapidly turn bad. I say that it is a good thing that we are able 
to find this out. It is a good thing that anything abnormal in 
milk shows itself in a very short time, and that if there is milk 
from « diseased cow mixed with other milk, none of it will keep. 
It app2ars to me, therefore, undesirable to put preservatives in 
milk, for when such are used we do away with a natural safe-- 
guard against unwholesome milk. 


In spite of this denunciation eleven years ago, milk preserva-- 
tives still flourish, and the identical preparation, glacialine, which. 
was then exposed, is still sold and used. As we have shown in 


our articles, the fraudulent use of preservatives has been con-— 


tinually on the increase, and is likely to continue to be so until 
an intelligently-advised Local Government Board brings a bill 
into the House of Commons to put a stop to the matter. But 


our Government must not stultify itself by permitting to one de-- 


partment whit is prohibited in the other. The Excise, whose 
duty is to supervise the brewers, must not tacitly permit the 
use of all sorts of preservatives in malt beverages. While they 
do so, the smaller fry of mixers will feel secure. 


What has been said by Mr. Allender and by the late Dr.. 


Voelcker about preservatives applies not only to milk, but to 


butter and to all articles of food that contain chemical preserva-- 


tives. Food-materials are not intended by nature to keep 
indefinitely, when in contact with air and the multitude of germs 
that floatin air. The use of preservatives is a direct incentive 
to dirty work in the dairy as well as in the brewery ; it causes. 
indigestion and disease of even a more serious kind; it ruins our” 
industry to the direct advantage of unprincipled foreign manu- 
facturers, and does not a tittle of good to any honest consumer 
or producer of food in this country. Against the blessings which 
science has brought to us, we have here to set off its curses, for’ 
all this mixing and physicing is done under the name of science,. 
and with the aid of University professors, who for big fees devise 
antiseptic mixtures for use with food. Again we urge, let the- 
Excise at once set their faces against the use of preservatives in 
breweries, as by Act of Parliament they ought to do; let further 
an Act of Parliament be passed forbidding the use of preserva- 
tives in any articles of food whatsoever, and immeasurable advan-- 
tage will accrue to England. We certainly have to import a 
large proportion of our daily food, but there is no need to force 
us to swallow anything and everything which the foreigner 
chooses to foist upon us. We are sure that public analysts will 
be but too glad to have the power to put a stop to the present 
crying scandal. 
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Now, as this acid. — 
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- THE POSITION OF MEDICAL 
OFFICERS OF HEALTH. 


A VALUED correspondent whose energy has compelled many 
owners of insanitary property tc put their “ diseasa” and “ filth ” 
warrens into a habitable and healthy condition, writes :— 


‘‘ Your remark, re ‘ Expert,’ witnesses is a very true one. I find 
owners who can afford it have their wells cleaned out, and then get 
an ‘Expert’ to make a counter examination of the water therein 
contained. I think the publication of all cases of insanitary dwell- 
ings will prove in time a great benefit to our semi-pauper classes, 
and will tend to prove to the owners that we Medical Officers of 
Health intend—without fear or favour—to do our duty. Publicity 
may also lessen the evil of officers of one public body giving evidence 
in the witness-box directly contrary to that tendered by the prosecu- 
tion, by officers of another public body.” 


We thoroughly endorse our correspondent’s remarks. The 
Medical Officer of Health is in too many towns intimidated from 
doing his duty by gangs of insanitary property-owners, who join 
vestries and like boards for that purpose only. When there is 
added to that the fact that self-styled experts wiil, for a few 
guineas, go into the witness-box and deliberately lie to shield 
insanitary property-owners from punishment, it is seen that an 
energetic medical officer has a heart-breaking work. 

Not many magistrates have the capacity to grasp and under- 
stand the ins and outs of so-called expert evidence. Cases are 
dismissed ; medical officers are censured by their boards, and 
regarded as fussy, incompetent faddists; and public health 
suffers. 

The uncertain nature of their appointments is well commented 
upon by another Medical Officer of Health, who writes com- 
plaining :— 

* Of the paralysing effect of the frail tenure of office, which by the 
persistent action of the Local Government Board all Medical 
Officers of Health are subject to, and the difficulty he is placed in when 
he has to deal with an unsanitary crew who know that his term of 
office expires in a few months time.” 


The remuneration paid to Medical Officers of Health is another 
grave scandal, being in scores of cases an amount that local 
authorities would not venture to offer to their road-sweepers. 
The medical profession have just given a congratulatory dinner 
to Sir Walter Foster, M.P., M.D., F.R.C.P., at which speeches 
were made, having beneath their wealth of compliment, sugges- 
tions as to improvements the Local Government Board might 
well make in regard to public health. 


We hope that the words timely spoken by Mr. Ernest Hart 
upon the inadequate resources and scanty or ill-paid medical 
department of the Board will bear fruit. Mr. Fowler has a 
great opportunity, honoured as he is by having Sir Walter 
Foster as a colleague. There is no reform more pressingly 
needed than sanitary reform. To do their work thoroughly 
Medical Officers of Health must have their hands untied, and be 
independent of local influences, and their health policemen—the 
sanitary inspectors—must have protection in the performance of 
their dutizs. They cannot at present be said to have it, and Sir 
Walter Foster will do a great service to public health and to his 
profession if he introduces reforms in these directions. 











OUR INDICTMENT OF SOMERSET HOUSE. ' 


Tue Daily Chronicle in its issue of October 21st says :— 


That very useful journal, Food, Drugs, and Drink, points out 
that of 23,000 samples analysed under the powers conferred by 
the Act, only two were set down as adulterated and were found 
not to be so when an appeal was made to Somerset House. These 
two cases referred to butter, and our contemporary proceed; to 
show that where the adulteration is slight, such as where there 
is “ added water in milk, or margarine in butter,” the certificate 
from Somerset House would be pretty certain to be cautiously 
expressed in the words, ‘ We cannot affirm that the article is 
adulterated.’ It is alleged, however, that a good deal of adultera- 
tion may be tolerated under the standard adopted. But why 
should the Government department be less rigorous in their 
views of what constitutes adulteration than the public analysts ? 
That is a question which, in the interests of the public, seems to 
be worth investigating. If the legal standard set up by the Act 
is not sufficient to meet the exigencies of all cases, it should be 
made so. 

Following this a “ Responsible Correspondent” of the Daily 
Chronicle wrote urging the “ need of a thorough exposure of 
Somerset House.” The Hospital, in its issue of October 29th, 
emphasises our indictment in no uncertain languige. Our con- 


temporary says under the heading. 





THE METHODS AND MORALS OF SOMERSET 
HOUSE 


? 

“A RESPONSIBLE correspondent ” of the Daily Chronicle de- 
mands a “thorough exposure of Somerset House” and its 
chemical analysts. We are strongly inclined to the opinion that 
this correspondent knows what he is about. ‘In one case,” 
says the Chronicle, ‘‘a public analyst found fifteen per cont. of 
foreign fat in asample of butter. The President of the Society 
of Analysts confirmed the analysis. But the Somerset House 
chemists reported that, although the butter was of the ‘ poorest 
quality of genuine butter,’ there was no evidence of the presence 
of foreign fat, and that if it is ‘ poor,’ that is because foreign fat 
has been added.” There is a discrepancy here which reflects the 
gravest possible discredit upon either the President of the 
Society of Analysts or the analysts of Somerset House. We 
think it highly probable that the discredit does not attach to the 
President of the Society of Analysts. There seems to be some 
ground for believing, first, that the Somerset House analysts are 
not exceedingly competent persons; and, secondly, that they 
view adulterations and adulterators with a very lenient eye. 
Now, we submit that it is no part of the business of the Somer- 
set House analysts to be either lenient or severe. Theirone and 
only business is to be expert and exact analytical chemists, and 
to secure the confidence of the public in that capacity. They 
have for a long time assumed a very lofty attitude, both of com- 
petence and of public morals; and, unfortunately, the public has 
taken them at their word. One result is pretty obvious, and 
that is, that adulterators are, in a quiet way, having an uncom- 
monly good time of it. The mere suspicion of such a state of 
things is an intolerable scandal, andthe analysts of Somerset 
House must take prompt steps to resuscitate their falling repu- 
tation. 


We have shown in our exposures of Somerset House that not 
only are adulterators having ‘an uncommonly good time of it, 
but that every unscrupulous foreign manufacturer is supplied 
with means by the Somerset House incapables to ruin. our home 
industries. 
Trish agriculture to the extent of millions sterling, and, unless 


Somerset House has already damaged English and 


home-made butter and other industries are to become extinct, 
Somerset House analysts must have their powers taken away 
from them. As to the discredited department offering any 
defence of its fallen reputation, such a course is unfortunately 
impossible. Had it been sworn to undying hate to all things 
English it could not have done as much damage by its enmity 
as it has done by its blundering incapacity. English agricultural 
prosperity may revive again, but it can only be by the abolition 
“lock, stock, and barrel” of the Somerset House analysts. 
Barley-growing, butter-making, all in turn have been garroted 
by Somerset House and its standards allowing foreigners and 
English brewers and others to practice fraud in food and drink 
with impunity. An exposure of the whole of the evil is needed, 
and agriculturists in the House of Commons will act wisely and 
practically if they insist upon a parliamentary inquiry into the 
question. 


At a meeting of the Birstall Local Board held on Monday 
evening the Medical Officer reported that scarlatina was preva- 
lent throughout the district, and that there were also two cases 
of typhoid fever. In reply to a letter from the Local Govern- 
ment Board asking for information as to what the Board were 
doing to provide accommodation for infectious diseases, the clerk 
was instructed to say that the Board had joined the Gomersal 
township scheme, and that in the meantime they would send 
their cases to the Batley Hospital. Some discussion took place 
as to whether the arrangements with Batley had not been a tem- 
porary one. Eventually it became understood that Batley would 
take all cases for which they had accommodation. 





At the Aston Police Court before Mr. A. Hill, Alder- 
man Johnson, and Mr. R. P. Yates, Powell Thorley, 39, 
Clarence-road, Harborne, was summoned by Benjamin Bolt, 
nuisance inspector, for disobedience of an order to abate a 
nuisance at the house, 143, Villa-street. The Inspector stated 
that he visited the house, and found it in a filthy conditicn, It 
wanted whitewashing and thoroughly cleansing, and was in such 
a state as to constitute a nuisance. On the 3lst August witness 
served a notice upon the defendant to abate the nuisance, but 
no steps had been taken to remove it. The Bench imposed a fine 
of 10s. and costs, and ordered the defendant to abate the nuisance 
within 14 days. 
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COCOA ADULTERATION. 


By the courtsey of Mr. A. H. Allen, vice-president of the 
Society of Public Analysts, we have had an opportunity of see- 
ing an interesting series of analyses and researches into cocoa 
and chocolate. They form portions of the artical on Cocoa and 
Chocolate, in Vol. iii., Part 2, of Mr. Allen’s “ Commercial 
Organic Analysis,” which Messrs. J. and A. Churchill will 
shortly publish. 

In previous issues we gave some instances of the substances 
concocted by some manufacturers, which, although they con- 
tained but 29 per cent. of cocoa—the rest being sugar and 
starch—were called by the solicitor for the manufacturers, 
‘“‘The Cocoa of Commerce.” We are pleased to see that Mr. 
Allen does not consider such compounds as “Cocoas of 
Commerce.” In dealing with Commercial Cocoa and Chocolate, 
Mr. Allen says :— 

‘Tn its simplest form, commercial cocoa consists of the roasted and 
husked seeds (‘‘ nibs”) ground to a paste or semi-fluid, and run into 
the form of cakes. 

Flake cocoa is sometimes made by passing the decorticated seeds 
thr ough a particular kind of rollers ; but it is mostly made from the 
small particles from the sieves, containing much shell and germ.”’ 

Upon such sorry compounds as those we referred to, Mr. 
Allen’s opinions are what would naturally be expected from a 
public analyst of his tried ability and eminence, He says :— 

‘‘The term ‘‘cocoa’”’ is sometimes misapplied to mixtures of real 
cocoa with sugar, etc. The practice is highly objectionable, and 
has led to much confusion. It is better to describe all such cocoa 
mixtures as chocolate, reserving the name ‘ cocoa”’ for the unmixed 
article. 

All good cocoa preparations should be made from the cotyledons 
only, though the husks enter into the composition of many of the 
inferior kinds of cocoa and chocolate. In Germany, under the name 
of ‘* cocoa-tea,” and in Ireland as ‘‘ miserables,’’ cocoa husks are an 
independent article of commerce.” 

We commend this to the magistrates of Whitchurch, Stroud 
and Leighton Buzzard, in the hope that when they are next 
called upon to deal with a case of cocoa adulteration they will 
manifest some slight intelligence. The sooner we are able with 
such magistrates to “ write them down ” otherwise than Dogberry 
craved to be written, the better for commercial honesty in Stroud, 
Whitchurch, Leighton Buzzard, and elsewhere. On the question 
of fat in cocoa, Mr. Allen says :— 

‘¢ In addition to the mechanical difficulty of manipulating undiluted 
cocoa containing all its natural fat, it is stated, with some probability, 
that the excessive proportion of fat renders the cocca difficult of 
digestion. Hence the removal of a portion of the fat, and consequent 
concentration of the non-fatty constituents of the cocoa, appears to be 
distinctly advantageous. 


A further treatment of the concentrated cocoa is practised by some 
manufacturers of cocoa-essence, especially by Dutch firms. This 
treatment consists in the addition to the cocoa of an alkali, which may 
be either ammonia or a fixed alkali or alkaline carbonate, whereby 
the fat becomes emulsified and any free fatty acids saponified. Hence 
on subsequently treating the cocoa with Lot water there is less ten- 
dency to the separation of oily globules. In the case of a well-known 
brand of cocoa, potassium carbonate is used. In another case, the 
cocoa beans are soaked in water containing from 2 to 4 per cent. of 
their weight of caustic potash or soda.” 


It is so frequently alleged by makers of spurious cocoas that 
the addition of sugar, starch, etc., is necessary, that we supple- 
ment Mr. Allen’s conclusions by those of Dr. John Muter, F.R.S.E. 
Dr. Muter says :— 

The only objection which can and does exist to the use of cocoa in 
a state of purity is the excessive proportion of fat, which renders it 
too rich for mest digestions, and gives, unfortunately, a colourable 
excuse for its admixture with starch. There are two classes of 
prepared cocoa: (1) That in which the reduction of the fat is 
secured by adding starch and sugar; and (2) that where the fat is 
partially removed and the remainder of the bean is served to the 
public unmixed. 


On looking at the composition of cocoa the great fallacy of counte- 
nancing the addition of starch is at once apparent. The only possible 
excuse is the dilution of the fat, but then, at the same time, the 
nutritious gluten and stimulating theobromine are equally reduced in 
value. On the other hand, given the removal of a portion of the fat, 
the other constituents are not only kept intact, but positively concen- 
trated in a high degree. 


Upon the prevalent Dutch practice of adding aikalis to cocoa, 
Dr. Sidney Ringer says :— 

The sustained administration of alkalies and their carbonates 
renders the blood poorer in solid and in red corpuscles, and impairs 
the nutrition of the body. 


Of ammonia, carbonate of ammonia, and spirits of ammonia, 
he says :— 

These preparations have many properties in common with the 
alkaline potash and soda group. They possess a strong alkaline re- 
action, are freely soluble in water, have a high diffusion power, and 
dissolve the animal textures. 


Dr. Ringer’s opinion is of such importance, physiologically, 
that further light upon the action of such alkalis on the human 
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system is needed. Should his conclusions be found to be well- 
grounded, then the addition of alkalis is not only deleterious, but 
it becomes a dangerous adulteration. Similarly with the case of 
the addition of preservatives to food, there has been in England 
very little research upon the physiological action of such sub- 
stances. Public analysts and medical men generally are not to 
blame for this. It has ever been the policy of English Govern- 
ments to starve beneficial scientific research, as witness the case of 
the Society of Public Analysts, that by the individual exertions 
of its members has saved the country hundreds of thousands of 
pounds, and has had for its reward neither official recognition, 
State grants for research nor common fairness from the ignorant 


State department that poses as a court of appeal at Somerset — 


House, which has neither had the capacity nor the will to learn 
accurate methods of food analysis. 

Of analytical data, Mr. Allen’s article contains the most com- 
prehensive and searching we have yet seen. 

The following figures were obtained by the analysis, in Mr. 
Allen’s laboratory, of a specimen of the best cocoa-nibs and two 
of the leading brands of cocoa-essence, or soluble cocoa, to which 
no starch or sugar had been added :— 








Cocoa- Sample Sample 
nibs. A. B. 
Per cent. Per cent. Per cent, 
ASH :— 2°53 4:93 825 
Insoluble in water .. 5 ag 171 8°50 2:09 
Soluble in water .. 7 os ae 0°82 1:43 616 
Alkalinity (K20)‘of soluble portion .. 0°32 0°49 323 
Co~p WATER ExTRAcT :— 9°72 11°64 18-66 
Alkalinity (K20) to methyl-orange 0°69 O71 2°02 
Acidity (K20) to phenolphthalein 0-63 0°76 0°38 
Hor Water Extract :— 16°84 20°36 27:16 — 
Containing :—Ash .. ce nae =x 3°34 4:93 785 
Organic extract Ae 13°50 15°43 19°31 











The following results, among many others, were obtained by 
E. E. Ewell (Bulletin No..13, U.S. Department of Agriculture) 
by the analysis of well-known brands of commercial cocoa and 
its preparations :— 




















Ash. 
& 2 | added 
Rode be q 8 
Description of -Sample. é é Bs ; rs Z Starch. 
“4 Sot a hina dt Seneae 
| @ s Pal cs ~ 
tt Aa te Ue oe I a= 
| & & |O | & eet o 
Fry’s Cocoa Extract 1 | 80°95 | 38:89 4°24 5°8 | None. 
Schweitzer’s Cocoatina | 1 | 31:13} 3°70 6°33 | 0-4 | None. 
Van Houten’s Cocoa .. | 1 |.29°8L} 4°38 5 8'64 | 16°05 | None. 
Blooker’s Dutch Cocoa | 0 /3148)| 3°76 -- | 606 | 9°6 | None. 
Rowntree’s Extract of 
Cocoa .. oe ne 2 | 27:56 | 4:42 8:48 1166 | None. 
Rowntree’s Powdered 
Chocolate .. .. | 2| 2584] 1:30 | 51 | none! 1°66 | 2°25] Very small 
amount of 
arrowroot. 
Epps’ Prepared Cocoa.. | 2 | 25°94] 1°51 | 26 | none] 3°15 | 2°6 | Much arrow- 
; root. 
Fry’s Diamond Sweet 
Chosolats aR .- | 2|1860| ‘8L | 55 | some} 1°16 | 1°45 | Much wheat 
‘ starch, with 
some ar- 
rowroot. 
London Cocoa (unknown 1 
maker) .. ar .. | 3] 11°13] 2°18 | 382 | some} 2°82 | 3°9 | Very largely 
diluted with 
arrowroot. 
Chocolate-Menier .. | O | 21°31} 1°10 | 58 | none | 1°40 | 2°05} None. 

















Ewell’s analyses are open to serious question, as may be seen 
by the statement quoted by Mr. Allen respecting the composition 
of one of these “ Cocoas” analysed by Mr. Ewell. Mr. Allen 
says :— 

According to evidence given in the case of Gibson v. Leaper, 
“‘ pps’ Cocoa” contains 40 per cent. of cocoa, 16 of Starch (West 
Indian Arrowroot), and 44 per cent. of sugar. 


Ewell’s analysis may, therefore, well be received with caution, 
the percentage of sugar in Epps’ being stated by him as 26, in- 
stead of 44, testified in the above case. The statement as to the 
constituents of this cocoa is placed at the side of the label, in 
the smallest of type, as per the following facsimile :— 








COCOA contains a bland Oil, which 
is pre-eminent as a vitalizing substance, 
and to remove which Oilin any degree 
is to lessen its value as a force producer. 
It is to preserve this Oil when using 
Cocoa as a beverage, that it becomes 
necessary that the imported seeds from 
Trinidad and Caraccas should be pre- 
pared, and scientifically ; for to render 
the Oil soluble and easy of digestion, it 
needs to be combined with just so much 
LOAF SUGAR and WEST INDIA AR- 
ROWROOT as willeffect its perfect incor- 
poration. We guarantee that noother in- 
gredients than those mentioned are used. 
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The assertion that “to render the oil soluble and easy of di- 
gestion it needs to be combined witb just as much loaf sugar and 
arrowroot as will effect its perfect incorporation,” is one that re- 
quires explanation. From analyses above given Schweitzer’s 
Cocoatina, Fry’s Cocoa Extract, Van Houten’s Cocoa, and 








Rowntree’s Extract show no added sugar or starch. Other 
analyses, quoted by Mr. Allen, give the following results :— 
iy Ee imag hades (cose 
Description. a Fat. Sugar. | Starch. |(by differ- Nitrogen, 
| ence). 

Finest Trinidad nibs | 2°60] 51°77] none | none 45°63 2°95 
Cocoa Extract 5°76 | 29°50 | none | none 64°74 | Not determined. 
Flake Cocoa .. | 5°49 | 28°24 | none | none 66°27 3°06 
Cocoatina 3°52 | 23°98 | none none 72:50 4:07 
‘Chocolatine .. 4:40 | 29°60 | none | none 66°00 4:36 
Chocolate de Santé .. | 1°44 | 22°08} 61°21 2°00 13:27 Not determined, 
Prepared Cocoa 4:95 | 2494| 23:03 | 19:19 27°89 2°24 
Iceland Moss Cocoa... | 5°47] 16°86 | 29:23 | 24:70 23°74 1°38 

Rock Cocoa 2°58 | 22:76 | 32°20 17°56 24 90 Not determined. 








Cadbury’s Cocoa contains no added sugar, starch, nor even 
alkali, as shown in analyses by J. Carter Bell, by T. Eustace Hill, 
and by Otto Hehner. Eleven standard preparations of cocoa do 
not “need to be combined with just as much loaf sugar and 
arrowroot as will effect perfect incorporation.” We take this 
instance of Epps’ Prepared Cocoa as a typical one, showing the 
necessity for an amended Food and Drugs Act, because in pur- 
chasing it we asked for cocoa, and instead of being supplied with 
a genuine article we received a concoction of sugar, cocoa and 
arrowroot. To allow such substances to be labelled as they now 
are and sold as “ cocoa,” is to foster adulteration. They should 
obviously be labelled, “ cocoa, sugar. and starch.” 


We welcome this book by Mr. Allen because there is a dis- 
tinct need for a work of this class, produced by an author of Mr. 
Allen’s unquestioned ability. | Pretentious scientists, who are 
not public analysts, and whose knowledge of food analysis is not 
worth a moment’s consideration, are too frequently cited as 
authorities, and listened to by Gobemouche magistrates as 
though their ignorance was the sublimated essence of concen- 
trated knowledge. Of ‘this class was the portentious display 
made at Oardiff, where articles in the “ Encyclopedia 
Britannica” and the “ British Pharmacopceia,” were allowed to 
be cited in court to prove what mustard was. The authors are 
not food analysts, nor have they any qualifications to pose as 
such. ‘ 








FOOD PROSECUTIONS. 


MEAT. 


Art the Heywood Police Court on the 19th ult. Mr. A. Molesworth, 
on behalf of the Heywood Corporation, prosecuted James Braidwood, 
butcher, for being in possession of diseased meat intended for human 
food. Mr. Buckley, inspector of nuisances, was the informant. Mr. 
Brown, of Stockport, defended Braidwood, who it appeared was 
visited on the 10th inst. by Mr. Buckley and a police constable for 
the purpose of ascertaining if there was the carcase of a cow on the 
premises. They subsequently went to the defendant’s place in 
Garden-street, and there found the cow, which was prepared for the 
butcher’s. It was examined by the Medical Officer of Health, and 
by Mr. Walter Packman, veterinary surgeon at Bury, and was sub- 
sequently condemned. After hearing the evidence at considerable 
length, the magistrates fined the defendant £10 and costs, including 
advocate’s fee and the fees of the medical officer and the veterinary 
surgeon. The ckairman intimated that in future in cases of that 
sort, instead of inflicting a penalty they would imprison the offenders. 
They thought it desirable to warn people to be very careful about 
not selling diseased animals for the purpose of human food. 


GRAPES. 


Ar Worship Street Police Court on the 26th ult., John Pindar, 
fruit salesman, of Spitalfields Market, and Buxton Street, Mile 
End, was summoned by James Cowling, Sanitary Inspector of 
St. Mary, Islington, for having had in his possession and exposed 
for sale ten barrels of grapes, the same being unfit for food. The 
evidence of the officer showed that at Islington ten barrels of 
grapes were seized in a rotten condition, and were condemned by 
the magistrates at Clerkenwell Police Court. The owner proved 
that he had bought the grapes of the defendant, and it was said 
they were imported via Roiterdam, The magistrate said he had 
a great mind to send the defendant to prison. He would have 
to pay a fine of £10—20s. for each barrel—and pay the Vestry 
£2 costs. The money was paid. 
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THE ADULTERATION ACTS. 


OFFICIAL REPORT—(continued). 


Tue Official Report of the Local Government Board on the 
subject of the administration of the Adulteration Acts, of which 
we gave an extract last week, continues as follows :— 


With regard to condensed milk, it seems necessary to repeat 
the warning contained in our last report against the use of 
inferior brands of this article. In several cases the analyses 
show that inferior sorts are made from skimmed milk, and 
possess very slight nutritive qualities. The analyst for the 
Strand district reports as follows on this subject :— 


One example contained 1°50 per cent. fat. The original milk from 
which it had been prepared had therefore been deprived of at least 
80 per cent. of its fat. For infants it was recommended that the 
milk should be diluted with from 8 to 13 times its bulk of water. 
The consequence of feeding a child on such mixture would be semi- 
starvation. 


Similarly, the analyst for Kensington reports that a sample 
was wanting in at least 90 per cent. of its fact, and that the 
directions given on the label as to dilution would, if followed, 
result in producing a weak liquid, which, if used as the sole food 
of infants, would indoubtedly be seriously injurious to their 
health. No doubt plenty of condensed milk is sold which has 
not been tampered with in this fashion, and it is important that 
the public should be taught to reject that which has been de- 
prived of nearly all nutritive value. 


Of 1,633 samples of milk reported as adulterated, 989 were 
the subject of legal proceedings. In 93 instances the cases 
were dismissed or abandoned, in 22 the defendants were only 
ordered to pay the costs, eight were reported as pending, and 
in 866 fines were imposed amounting in the aggregate to 
£1,443 Os. 3d. There were five penalties of £20, one of £15, 
21 of £10, seven between £5 and £10, 59 of £5, and 773 of 
smaller amounts. 


BREAD AND FLOUR. 
Out of 1,236 samples of bread and flour analysed only nine 


were condemned. Proceedings were taken in three cases, and 
three fines were imposed amounting together to £3 6s. 


BUTTER. 


The percentage of adulterated samples of butter has risen 
suddenly from 11°5 in 1890 to 15°5 in 1891. Thus, the im- 
provement which resulted from the passing of the Margarine 
Act, 1887, does not seem to be maintained, and the increase in 


) the sale of margarine under its own name has been accompanied 
to a large extent by its unavowed substitution for butter. Some 





of the samples analysed consisted almost entirely of foreign fats, 
and in one case a packet which was labelled as containing 80 
per cent. of butter was found only to have in it about one-sixth 
of that proportion, The number of samples returned as adul- 
terated was 551, and proceedings were instituted in 453 cases, 
but were dismissed or withdrawn in 32; costs were paid by the 
defendants in 26; one was not decided when the returns were 
sent to us; and 394 penalties were imposed, amounting in the 
whole to £630 13s. 9d. Among these, three were of £20, six of 
£10, and 26 of £5. 
COFFEE. 


Of 1,684 samples of so-called coffee, 287, or 17 per cent., 
were reported against. The mixtures sold under that name wero 
often mainly composed of chicory, and in some instances the 
proportion of genuine coffee was as little has 30, 15, or even 
5 per cent. As to two cases, in which nineteen-twentieths of the 
“ coffee ” was chicory, the analyst for Salford suggests that the 
presence of the trace of the genuine article must have been due 
to the accidental use of a coffee scoop to weigh out the chicory, 
and he adds that it is no wonder that there should be a decline 
in the consumption of coffee when adulteration is carried on to 
this extent. 


It is possible that, as is often asserted in defence of the prac- 
tice of selling these mixtures, some persons consider that the 
flavour of chicory improves the coffee. But as no special skill 
is required to mix the two articles, it would certainly be more 
economical for the consumer to buy his chicory separately at its 
market value of about twopence a pound, rather thar to pay 
about six times that price for it under the name of coffee, 


Of 287 samples of coffee reported as adultered, 147 were the 
subject of legal proceedings ; 16 cases were dismissed or aban- 
doned ; in 11 the defendants were let off on payment of the 
costs; and 120 penalties were inflicted, to an aggregate amount 
of £185 8s. 9d. There were six penalties of £5 each; the rest 
were smaller, and a good many were very small indeed. In 
Cheshire, for example, where five penalties were inflicted, four 
were of five shillings each, and the fifth of ten shillings; sums 
which would be soon be recouped out of the profits of selling 
chicory at the price of coffee. 
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SUGAR. 


Of sugar, out of 171 samples only eight were reported against, 
and in no case was there addition of such an extraneous matter 
as to warrant the prosecution of the vendor. 


MUSTARD. 


Proceedings were taken in 26 instances in respect of samples 
of mustard condemned by public analysts, and 18 fines were in- 
flicted, amounting in all to £18 10s, 


CONFECTIONERY AND JAM. 


Eleven samples of confectionery (including| jams) were re- 
ported against ; proceedings were taken in three instances, and 
three fines were imposed, amounting together to £1 6s. It is 
satisfactory to find that the use of poisonous pigments for 
colouring sweets, which used formerly to be a common practice, 
has now nearly, if not quite, disappeared. 


PEPPER. 


Forty-one samples of pepper have been reported against, there 
were 23 prosecutions, of which 17 resulted in the 'imposition of 
p2nalties amounting to £11 1s. 61. In one case the fine was £5, 


LARD, 


As to the analysis of lard we find that one analyst classes as 
“ adulterated” three samples containing as little as Ol, 0°3, 
and 04 per cent. of water. However, in these cases no pro- 
ceedings were taken. In many instances the addition of oil has 
been detected, and the vendors have been fined. This mixture 
has in some cases been labelled as “lardine,” and four samples 
thus designated were found to contain 25, 32, 40, and 60 per 
cent. respectively of cotton-seed oil. Ofthe 26 samples of lard 
reported against, 12 were the subject of proceedings, and in six 
cases fines, to the amount of £4 83. 6d., were imposed. 


WINE. 


Very few samples of wine were examined. Only two were 
condemned, and no proceedings were taken as to either of 
these. 


BEER, 


In some of the lager beer examined it was found that salicylic 
acid had been used as a preservative. Whether the minute 
quantities employed for the purpose can be properly regarded 
as an adulterant or as injurious to health is a question upon 
which there appears to be some difference of opinion among 
analysts. 

SPIRITS, 


Of the 3,139 samples of spirits examined nearly one-fifth were 
found to have been diluted to a greater extent than is allowed by 
the Act of 1879. In very few instances had anything but water 
been added; though in one case a small amount of treacle was 
detected, and in another there was some tincture of guaiacum. 
Of the 600 samples reported against, 391 were the subject of pro- 
ceedings, and in 342 cases fines were inflicted amounting to 
£573 19s. 8d. Among these were one of £20, one of £15, one of 
£12, six of £10, and 21 of £5. 


DRUGS, 


We are glad to see that the number of samples of drugs 
examined, though still less than a quarter of that of the spirits, 
has somewhat increased of late years. Considering that the 
difference between pure and unadulterated medicine may con- 
ceivably be a matter of life or death for the patient, it is 
desirable that still more should be done in this direction. We 
have received information of 36 cases in which proceedings 
were taken. Twenty-three penalties were enforced, amounting 
to £11 14s. 

MISCELLANEOUS ARTICLES. 


Among the articles not specially enumerated in the table were 
193 samples of oatmeal, all genuine ; 302 of vinegar, of which 
nine were condemned (four fines amounting to £4 10s. 6d.) ; 208 
of arrowroot and cornflower, of which all but three were genuine 
(three prosecutions, two fines amounting to £1 10s.); 143 of 
cheese, of which five were found adulterated (no prosecutions) ; 
133 of cocoa (43 samples reported against, 18 prosecutions, 14 
fines amounting to £14 13s., including one of £5); 68 of olive 
oil (15 samples reported against, 11 prosecutions, 11 fines amount- 
ing to £17 18s., including three of £5 each); 113 of yeast (nine 
samples reported against, eight prosecutions, six fines amounting 
to £1 2s.) ; 55 of preserved peas, &c. (22 samples reported against, 
eight prosecutions, eight fines amounting to £3 4s.) ; 98 of ginger 
(one sample reported against) ; 92 of tinned meats (two samples 
reported against); 75 of margarine, sold as such (one sample 
reported against) ; 44 of pickles (all genuine), Examination was 
also made of 144 samples of aerated waters, of which none were 
reported to be adulterated to such an extent as to make it 
necessary to take the cases into court; but in no less than 63 
instances the resu]t of the analysis was more or less unfavourable, 





usually on account of the presence of lead, derived from defective 
appliances in the process of manufacture. In some of these 
instances the makers were communicated with, and undertook 
that the defects in their apparatus should be remedied. With 
regard to the adulteration of olive oil, the analyst for West 
Sussex writes as follows :— 


Of the four olive oils, two only consisted of real olive oil; whilst 
one contained 67 per cent. of cotton oil, and another was a mixture of 
three parts of cotton oil and one part of mineral oil. Such a mixture, 
I need hardly point out, is utterly unfit for human food, mineral oils 
being absolutely indigestible. It is equally unfit for lubrication, as 
cotton oil has strong drying properties and would rapidly clog any 
machinery to which it were applied. 

Cotton oil, manufactured in immense quantities, chiefly in America, 
is a sweet oil in every way suitable for human consumption, but has 
less than one half the market value of good olive oil. It is in conse- 
quence largely used as an adulterant of the latter. Very little oil 
indeed is now sold under the name of olive oil, and indefinite terms, 
like salad, lucca, or household oil, with adjectives generally in the 
superlative, have become adopted by grocers and oilmen, in order to 
evade the provisions of the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts. 


ANALYSIS OF TEA BY CUSTOMS, 


We have received from the Commissioners of Customs the 
report printed in the Appendix (p. 560), on the examination made 
by their analyst, under the 30th section of the Sale of Food and’ 
Drugs Act, 1875, of imported teas before they are taken out of 
bond. The system seems to work satisfactorily,as may be inferred 
from the fact that of the 412 samples of tea procured by the 
officers of local authorities from retailers during the year not one 
was found to be adulterated. 


SAMPLES FROM PRIVATE PURCHASERS, 


Of the 29,028 samples analysed during the year, all but 177 
were obtained by officers of local authorities. As invariably 
happens, a much larger proportion (34.5 per cent.) of the private 
than of the official samples was found to be adulterated, since 
(apart from the fact that inspectors, unless they take special 
pains to conceal the object of their purchase, often have superior 
articles supplied to them), a private individual is unlikely to 
saddle himself with the trouble and expense of procuring an 
analysis, ualess his suspicion of adulteration is based on tolerably 
solid grounds, 


A FOOD INSPECTOR ON SOMERSET 
HOUSE. 


To the Editor of Foop, Drues anp DRiInxK. 


Srr,—To food inspectors, in large towns especially, the issue 
of your independent and spirited paper appears like an oasis 
in the desert. The Acts of 1875 and 1879 have been very care- 
lessly drawn, and their vital omissions bear evidence of power- 
ful trade influence. Imperial and local authorities are careless 
of their execution, and ignorance of justices on analytical 
points results in the present extensive adulteration of food. 
Their permissive character as to adoption, and the appoint- 
ment of analyst and inspectors, make them comparatively 
useless, 

But worse than these defects is the assumed position of 
Somerset House and the action of its chemical officers. Take 
milk adulteration as an example. No one knows at what total 
solids they will pass an adulterated sample, but 10°5 is certain ; 
and ordinary milk will average 12°5, so that to this nearly 20 
per cent. of water may be added with impunity. Much of the 
milk is decomposed when sent to them, yet they unhesitatingly 
certify as to its composition. It was far too old for correct 
analysis, yet the provincial analyst must affirm that no change 
has taken place. Is not this disgraceful to our boasted law and 
science? It is quite useless wasting the time and skill of a 
qualified chemist to detect the adulteration which is now 
allowed, for a careful lactometer test at proper temperature 
would be sufiicient and reliable. In this Northern town for many 
years I have only been able to take proceedings in one-fifth of 
the adulterated samples purchased, and I am of opinon that 
these Chemists of the Government have done more to en- 
courage the adulteration of food than all the prosecutions 
have to suppress it. They have discouraged the earnest 
inspector, and insulted local analysts all around by their extremely 
cautious and indefinite reports, examples of which I could give 
you. 

The abolition of this department and a revision of the Acts 
would be a great national benefit; and if your outspoken and 
energetic efforts arouse the nation and its lawmakers trom their 
state of lethargy, you will be a public benefactor indeed. 

I an, Sir, etc., 
A FOOD INSPECTOR. 








Address all communications 
Editor, Foop, Drucs anp DRINK, 
183, Srranp, Lonpon, W.C. 
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ACTION FOR MILK ADULTERATION. 


A DAIRYMAID’S EDUCATION. 


An important case of milk adulteration, which arose out of a 
breach of contract action, was decided by Sheriff Begg in the 
Greenock Sheriff Court on the 2nd inst. The pursuer in the 
action was John Houston, farmer, Bishopton, who sued Robert 
Livingston, dairyman, Port-Glasgow, for £16 2s. 8d., being 
balance alleged to be due pursuer for milk supplied to defender 
according to contract price. The defence was that the milk sup- 
plied had been adulterated with water, and a counter action was 
lodged in name of damages. Sheriff Begg finds that Houston is 
liable in damages to Livingston, which he assesses at £7, on the 
footing that Livingston is not to pay Houston the sum of 
£16 2s. 8d. the sum sued for, therefore assoilized Livingston in 
the acticn against him for £16 2s. 8d., and in the action at the 
instance of Livingston, ordains Houston to pay Livingston £7, 
and finds Livingston entitled to expenses. 


In a note his lordship says:—The analyses of the milk taken on 
the 28th and 29th March leave no room for doubt that both the 
sweet and the skim milk were largely adulterated with water. As 
regards the milk taken for analysis on the latter day there was no 
possibility of its having been tampered with by any one except 
Houston or persons for whom he is responsible. This is clear from 
the evidence of Houston’s servant, William Burney, as well as 
from that of Superintendent Sloan. As regards the milk taken 
for analysis on the 28th, there is a possibility of its having 
been tampered with by Livingston; but the possibility almost 
vanishes in the light of the analysis of Houston’s milk taken 
on the following day. No analysis was made of the milk supplied 
on any day except the 28th and 29th March, and there is therefore 
no absolute proof that on any other specific day the milk was adul- 
terated. But, apart from the improbability of the milk having been 
adulterated only on the two days on which it happened to be analysed, 
the complaints made by Livingston’s customers show that the milk 
was habitually adulterated long before the end of March; and as far 
as the evidence goes I think it corroborates Livingston’s statement 
that the adulteration began about the middle of February. I attach 
most importance to the testimony of the wholesale customers, Adam 
and M’Innes, for they got their supply of milk from Houston’s own 
cart on its way to Livingston’s shop, so that the milk could not have 
been tampered with by Livingston. Now if, in point of fact, the 
milk delivered by Houston at Livingston’s shop was habitually adul- 
tered, it is not necessary for Livingston to prove who was the adul- 
terator, or how. the adulteration was effected. I cannot, however, 
but think that the testimony of Houston’s dairymaid (Mary Ann 
Carson) throws some light on this matter. Coming from a Glasgow 
dairy, in which she had seen the dangerous art of adulteration prac- 
tised, she may have adopted the practice in Houston’s dairy, either 
for her own or for her master’s benefit. Further, she admits having 
habitually a cupful of water to extract from the luggies any milk 
remaining in them after the milk had been poured out of them; 
and one cannot but suspect that the quantity of water so used 
was not quite sosmallas shesays. . . . I attach great import- 
ance to the fact that Livingston did not get the milk analysed till 








the end of March, though I do not hold him to be thereby barred 
from founding on previous adulterations. I also attach great 
importance to the fact that Livingston is not proved to have 
made any formal complaint to Houston as to adulteration 
till the results of the analyses had been declared. Every dis- 
couragement ought, in my opinion, to be given by Courts of Law to 
the bottling up of claims of damages. But the facts above mentioned 
seem to me, in the circumstances of the present case, rather to 
eliminate certain factors in the assessment of the damages than to 
exclude liability altogether. The question then comes to be. what 
sum should be awarded to Livingston in name of damages? Now, I 
think that in the somewhat peculiar circumstances of this case the 
sum to be awarded to Livingston in name of damages may be equit- 
ably assessed at a sum equal to that charged by Houston for the 
water he supplied in place of milk. Livingston was bound to pay 8d. 
per gallon for milk, but nothing for water added thereto. From 16th 
February till 15th April the amount charged by Houston is 
£87 18s. 4d., including therein the sum of £16 2s. 8d. now sued for 
by him. Assuming that the fluid supplied on 29th March was an 
average specimen of the fluid delivered during thy period above men- 
tioned, then 26 per cent. of it was water added to the sweet milk and 
32°8 to the skim milk. But, for the purposes of the present calcula- 
tion, the cream taken off the skim milk must be regarded as again 
added thereto, in which case the percentage of water in the mixture 
will be reduced probably to 26, the same as in the case of the sweet 
milk. Now, 26 per cent. of the price charged (£87 14s. 4d) is 
£22 17s. 2d. and that seems to me to be the sum to which Livingston 
may be held entitled in name of damages. As, however, I assoilize 
him from Houston’s claim for £16 2s. 8d. that sum requires to be 
deducted from the £22 17s. 2d., thus leaving £6 14s. 6d., or in round 
figures, £7 to be decerned for. Agent for Houston, Mr. R. B. 
Shearer, Greenock ; and for Livingston, Mr. John Cameron, 
Greenock. 
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Their various manufactures are made from the finest material, and 
manipulated by machinery of the highest order. 
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VANS TO ALL Parts Datny. 
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PRICE ONE PENNY 


Crosse & Blackwell's 
PICKLES, SAUCES, MALT VINEGAR, 


JAMS, SOUPS & POTTED MEATS 


MAY BE OBTAINED FROM ALL GROCERS THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. 


CROSSE & BLACKWELL, LIMITED, SOHO SQUARE, LONDON. 
IMPORTANT TO DOCTORS. 


SUPERIORITY OF SPANISH APERIENT WATERS OVER THE GERMAN, 


DR. WEX, official chemist to the town of Hambourg, places RUBINAT before the most vaunted of the German purgative water 
In action the RUB INAT is unique, for while it is effective, having a special action upon the liver, it has none of the drastic audi oft- times irritating effects of the 
other waters, which chiefly depend for their action upon the magnesian salts of which they are largely | composed, 
Ana alysis made by PROFESSOR BOUCHARDAT, in his lecture to the edsademy of Medicine in Paris :— 














Sulphate of Soda -. 1485361 
” 


Potash oe - re oe ae oa 3548 
Mag: eRe we ae Ar te re ie FO 301 
Lim a =. = or “i wy 29°934 
Chloride of Soatena nig oe ie os 31°708 
Silica, Alumina, Ferric of Oxide (traces) aS et A oe 462 





Total of Solids (in grains) ue = oe 1601'321 821 


The usual dose for obtaining a sure and _non-irritating action from RUBINAT water is from half to one wine glassful, to be taken in the morning, fasting ; the 
water acts rapidly, especially if followed by a cup of tea or coffee 

The RUBINAT aperient water is invaluable in all intestinal complaints, constipation, congestion, gastric fevers, accumulations of bile or other substances, and, 
generally, in all abdominal obstructions. 


RUBINAT (on:ttcracx) SPANISH APERIENT MINERAL WATER. 


THE ONLY ONE AUTHORISED BY THE ACADEMY OF MEDICINE OF PARIS. LARGE’ GOLD MEDAL. 
Sole Importers :;—-E. GALLAIS & CO. 9O. Piccadilly. London, 
GENERAL DEPOT FOR MINERAL WATERS, ST. RAPHAEL WINE, etc. 


RAWLINGS’ MINERAL WA TERS 


AS SUPPLIED TO 
Pee bos VE Aeros SETH QUREN. 


GINGER BEER AS BREWED THE LAST HUNDRED YEARS, 


IN STONE BOTTLES AND CASKS. 
GOLD MEDALLIST FOR PURITY AND EXCELLENCE. 


ee PD. RAWLINGS, LIMITED, 


NASSAU STREET, LONDON, W. 
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CRUEL CHEAPNESS! 


Surely these words apply to the low-priced Baking Powders sold, containing in some instances a quarter of their bulk ALUM. Petsond 
eating food containing it are SERIOUSLY INJURED, and children taking it day by day suffer from indigestion in its worst form. 


CRUEL CHEAPNESS—_ | 


because the persons using it have no idea of hurtful effects. 


FREEMAN'S BAKING & EGG POWDER 


Contains NO ALUM er any injurious ingredient, and has had a sale all over the kingdom for twenty-two years. 
Ten Avalytical Chemists testify to its strength and parity. PROPRIETORS’ guarantee on each BOX. 


t<=> Sold by every London Wholesale House at List Prices. Lists on application. , 


FREEMAN & HILDYARD, LONDON, i$ E| 


Liverpool Branch—60, Stanley Street. piMfainghar? Branch—47, Soho 4/4 


KINGSFORD'S 


HAMAMELIS 


MEDICATED PAPER 


FOR THE W.C. 


Is absolutely pure and free from chemicals. 
Is-very strong, yet beautifully soft. 
Disintegrates readily, and does not choke the waste pipe. 

















Is impregnated with Hamamenrs VIRGINICA, and is 
therefore Antiseptic and slightly Astringent. 
Is cheaper and better than any other Medicated Paper. 





SAMPLE PA KETS TO PROFESSION, 1s. POST FREE. 
KINGSFORD & COo.. 54, Fricangy > LONDON. Ww. 


WHISKY FOR THE GOUTY AND DIABETIC. 
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FINEST:OLDsSCOTCH 


CAVENDISH wveisoo, 
(SPECIALDIE TETIC) WHIS KY. 





BONDED AND BOTTLED BY 


CAVENDISH, EDENBOROUGH & CO., 4, CULLUM STREET, LONDON, E.C. 





A Blend of the finest Matured Whiskies, containing no sugar or fusel oil, with the highest 
percentage of the aromatic ethers produced by age. 


This has been specially selected, on the suggestion of Medical Men, to meet the demand 
for a Whisky which can be safely indulged in by sufferers from Gout, Rheumatism, Diabetes, or 
Dyspepsia. | 

Price 54/- per Dozen net Cash. 
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ADULTERATED NITRATES. 





Tue National Agricultural Conference will meet in London, on 
December 7th, and the conveners of the Conference will do well 
if in the discussion they devote some consideration to what the 
Board of Agriculture might do, but does not do for the safe- 
guarding of British Agricultural interests. The department is of 
course a new one, and on that account allowances may reason- 
ably be made for shortcomings, but after these are made, there 
remains the fact that the Board of Agriculture, from which so 
much was expected, has grieviously disappointed agriculturists. 
Timidity, a want of initiative and transparent inappreciation of 
the pressing needs of farmers seem evident in nearly every act of 
the Board. To take, as one example the very important question 
of the purity of nitrates of soda and other fertilisers, of food 
stuffs and of farm seeds. It is only a few weeks ago since Dr. 
Harrison, Public Analyst, Lincoln, reported that a sample of a 
substance purchased as nitrate of soda was submitted to him for 
analysis with the question, ‘Does this sample contain 95 per 
cent. of pure nitrateP” On examination, says Dr. Harrison, it 
was found to be ordinary washing soda, the value being 
about £3 10s. per ton. Nitrate at that time was selling 
at probably ten guineas per ton, so that anyone 
buying the stuff for nitrate would be paying three times the com- 
mercial value, and putting on his land a substance containing no 
nitrogen. It may fairly be asked—What blame can be attached 
to the Board of Agriculture for this? Farmers, it has heen 
repeatedly urged, should themselves be on their guard against 
spurious manures, feeding stuffs, &c. Farmers, however, are not 
chemists, and when it is seen that the Local Government Board, 
quoting Dr. Matthew A. Adams, public analyst, Kent, say in 
their recently issued report :— 


“The practice of adulteration has become a fine art. Works’ 
chemists of the highest skill in each special department of the food 
trade are continually engaged in the endeavour to produce articles 
that can be sold at a greater profit than the things they resemble. 
This gives rise to a perpetual conflict between the falsifier on the 
one hand and the public analyst on the other, in which the latter 
in some respects is placed at a great disadvantage ; for whereas every 
move and method on his part that is devised to advance the art of 
detection of adulteration is done openly in the face of the scientific 
world, the arts of the adulterator are practiced and perfected in 
secret.” 


It is very evident that our farmers would need to be 
very expert analytical chemists to protect themselves against 
such cunningly devised frauds as are now practised in 
the adulteration of manures, seeds, oil-cake, and like substances. 
The Boards of Agriculture of foreign countries recognise 
this, and, in the interests of agricultucists, keep a vigilant 
watch on the quality of articles offered for sale to farmers. It will 
be useful to contrast the laissez faire policy of our Board of 
Agriculture with that of Belgium. M. Jules van den Berghe, 
directeur du laboratoire agricole provincial de Roulers, in his 


annual report recently issued gives particulars of 160 analyses of 
nitrate of soda. Thirteen per cent. were adulterated in 1891, as 
against nine per cent. in 1890, and M. Berghe found that in the 
last eight and-a-half months of 1891 the proportion of spurious 
nitrates of soda reached the enormous number of 40 per cent ! 
Twelve samples were adulterated with chloride of sodium in pro- 
portions varying from 10:05 to 68°98 per cent. Six samples con- 
tained chloride of sodium and sand, there being present 47°52 
per cent. of chloride of sodium, and as high as 21:91 per cent. of 
sand. It is only reasonable to assume that if in Belgium where, 
despite stringent laws and watchfulness, nitrates are found to be 
grossly adulterated to the extent of 40 per cent., the proportion 
of adulterated nitrates sold in the United Kingdom is likely to 
be much higher, In Belgium the Board of Agriculture protects 
and warns farmers against such impostures, and magistrates 
punish fraudulent vendors severely. One dealer who had sold as 
nitrate of soda a substance that contained 66°43 per cent. of 
chloride of sodium was sent to prison for two monthsand fined £60. 
In the United Kingdom persons guilty of frauds of this character 
are not only offered every facility to pursue with profit to them- 
selves their dishonest pursuits,but they are, when detected,shielded 
from punishment. This is a statement that ought not to be 


‘made without absolute and carefully sifted evidence being in 


existence as to its accuracy. The Chemical Committee of the 
Royal Agricultural Society in their reports prove its truth. In 
the report for June, 1892, is recorded the case of a subscriber at 
Lincoln who purchased “ Linseed cake which he had bought at 
95 per cent. pure at £9 12s. 6d. per ton.” The analysis showed 
it to be a cake largely adulterated with rape seed. “ The ven- 
dors,” says the report, “deducted £1 per ton, and the subscri- 
ber was unwilling to give further particulars.” Another sub- 
scriber at Shrewsbury purchased linseed cake which, on analysis 
by Dr. Voelcker, was shown to contain a large amount of castor- 
bean which, said Dr. Voelcker, “if given to stock will almost 
surely prove fatal to them.” The reply of the subscriber to Dr. 
Voelcker was, “I don’t care to disclose the name of vendor, as 
he is a good customer for barley.” Scarcely one sample, how- 
ever, of manures, cattle spice, or seeds is taken by Inspectors 
under the Adulteration Acts. Indeed, as far as such substances 
are concerned the Acts have been utterly ignored. The Local 
Government Board is powerless—the Acts being-‘non-compulsory 
and the initiative entirely at the option of the local authorities 
or private purchasers. Analysts who have had samples sub- 
mitted privately to them have been struck by the alarmingly 
high percentages of adulteration revealed by the analy- 
ses, but they have no authority to interfere. What body 
therefore, exists to whom farmers have a right to look for pro- 
tection against such frauds ? Obviously the Board of Agriculture. 
It would be perfectiy easy for the Board to cause inspectors to 
take samples of such substances in the agricultural counties, to 
analyse them, and, where necessary, ask that local authorities 
institute prosecutions, or failing that, institute prosecutions 
itself by means of its inspectors purchasing samples under 
the Merchandise Marks Act and Amending Act. The 
Board of Agriculture costs: over £57,000 annually. It 
is time it earned its salaries, and protected farmers from the 
cunningly devised frauds of nitrate rings. 








NOTICE. 





Tux Editor begs to thank the many Public Analysts, Medical 
Officers of Health, Sanitary Inspectors, and Inspectors under 
the Food and Drugs Acts, who have sent reports, notes of cases, 
and written approving of the objects of Foop, Drucs anp 
Drink, and will be glad if Public Analysts and Medical Officers 
of Health generally will oblige by sending regularly their reports, 
and such cases of importance as occur in their districts. 
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ANALYST’S REPORT. 





In his last report of the Durham County Council, Mr. Stock, 
the County Analyst, says :— 


I have the honour to report to you that under your authority I 
have during the past three months analysed 141 samples of food and 
drugs. The number of samples returned as adulterated is 28. The 
percentage adulteration for the quarter reaches the high figure of 
19:85, and shows an increase of 8°74 per cent. upon the returns of 
last quarter. The adulterated articles are milk, spirits, coffee, veast, 
drugs, and olive oil. Mirx.—16 samples have been analysed, and 
two out of these were adulterated, one containing 15 per cent. of added 
water and the other 5 per cent. Sprrirs.—48 samples have been 
analysed, and of these 16 were found to contain ‘‘ added water ”’ 
beyond the limit allowed by the Amended Act of 1879 to such an 
extent as to call for legal proceedings. The six samples referred to 
in paragraph 2 of this report were also spirits containing an excess of 
from 2 to 3 per cent. of water. In some of these cases ‘“ cautions ”’ 
have been issued to the vendors by the Chief Inspector, and looking 
to the fact that apart from these six samples the rate of adultera- 
tion of spirits is no less than 33 per cent., it is clear that any laxity 
would be detrimental to the public interest. Correm anp Correr Mix- 
TURES.—12 samples have been analysed, and five are returned as 
adulterated. In the case of coffee mixtures, an excess of chicory,consti- 
tutes the adulteration. How far this excess may be carried is indicated 
by the fact that in one sample I found 86 percent. of chicory, in another 
94 per cent. The best method of controlling the sale of fraudulent 
coffee mixtures is a problem deserving of the immediate attention of 
your Council. To my mind there is only one point to look to, and 
that is that the purchaser shall get fair value for hismoney. Yxast. 
—Seven samples have been analysed, and one returned as adulter- 
ated. It contained 38 per cent. of potato farina. Druas.—13 sam- 
ples have been analysed, and two were adulterated. One was a sam- 
ple of spirit of{nitrous ether, which was purchased and paid for as the 
standard article of the British Pharmacopeia, and was found to be 
deficient in the essential nitrous ether to the extent of no less than 
60 per cent. after the very generous allowance of 20 per cent. had 
been made for ‘loss by evaporation.” The other sample was a 
tincture of rhubarb, in which 14:50 per cent. of the proof spirit had 
been replaced by water. Oxive O11.—Two samples have been ana- 
lysed ; one was genuine, the other consisted of cotton seed oil entire. 
I can offer no objection to cotton seed oil in the place of olive oil as 
an article of food, but there is a very serious objection to the un- 
acknowledged substitution of cotton seed oil for olive oil at the same 
price. Apart from slight market fluctuations olive oil may be taken 
at £36 per ton wholesale, whilst cotton seed oil costs £20. Your 
Inspectors are taking this matter up, and it is probable the fraud 
will be promptly dealt with in the districts under your control. I 
cannot close this report without making some effort to explain the 
recurring high rate of adulteration inthis county. I have more than 
once expressed my belief that until large towns choose to administer 
the Food and Drugs Act as it ought to be administered, there can be 
no hope for any lasting substantial reduction of adulteration. There 
are large centres of food distribution in the county, where from one 
year’s end to another not a single article is analysed, and the coun- 
try supplies are obtained from these centres. The result is made 
obvious by reports like the present. 


A discussion arose on this Report at the meeting of the 
Council on the 3rd inst. 

Mr. Curry drew attention to the clause in the report relating 
to coffee and ch'cory mixtures, and suggested that a committee, 
consisting of Councillors Mitchell, Muse, Elliott, and Peverell, 
be appointed to give attention to the problem mentioned in the 
report. 

Ald. the Earl of Ravensworts seconded the motion, ani also 
called attention to the two strong cases of adulteration referred 
to in the report. He said that if poor people wished to drink 
coffee they ought to know what they were drinking, but to sell 
an adulterated article, 94 per cent. of which was not coffee, was 
to his mind a most flagrant case, and he trusted, and so far as 
he himself was concerned he would certainly follow the practice, 
that in any cases of this kind brought before the magistrates 
that the full penalty of the law would be inflicted. He hoped 
benches of magistrates would act in that way for the protection 
of the poor. Let these poor people be told that it was chicory 
they were buying, and not coffee. He presumed that this sort of 
thing occurred more particularly with coffee sold in tins. Why 
could not people who sold this record it on their tins that it was 
chicory and not coffee, so that poor people might not be deluded 
in drinking that nasty bitter mixture sold as geuuine coffee ! 

Mr. Borroms asked for the names of the oftenders. 

The Vicg-CHAIRMAN thought that it would be a very question- 
able proceeding. There was such a thing as the law of libel. 
He suggested that the Health Committee was the proper one to 
deal with this matter, and pointed out. the inconvenience of 
multiplying small special committees. If the question were 
relegated to a standing committee, then they could refer it to a 
sub-committee. In future the analyst’s report would come 
directly before the Finance Committee. 

The matter was then referred to the committees to decide the 
point raised, and the report was then adopted. 
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ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 


BEER. 


At the Mansion House, London, on Monday last, George Frederick 
Davis, the landlord of the ‘‘Coach and Horses Tavern,” in White- 
friars Street, attended before the Lord Mayor on a summons, at the 
instance of the Inland Revenue authorities, for diluting beer. Mr. 
Alpe, barrister, appeared for the Board of Inland Revenue; Mr. 
Walter Beard, solicitor, for the defence. Mr. Noah Freeman, a 
superviscr, proved taking samples of beer in each case. In the one 
case he took a sample from a barrel which was connected with the 
taps, and another sample from a barrel which the defendant tapped 
at his instance. Mr. Proctor, analyst, Somerset House, said the 
former sample was absolutely pure, while the sample from the barrel 
tapped at the instance of the supervisor was adulterated with water 
to the extent of 34 gallons per barrel. He thought it was obvious 
that the wrong labels had been placed on the samples. Mr. Beard 
said that, on the contrary, he had evidence to show that the beer the 
defendant was suppling was absolutely pure, and that the barrel 
which was untapped was only ‘‘ wash,” and had since been returned 
to the brewers. The Lord Mayor said that the analysts had proved 
that instead of the beer being ‘ wash ’’ if was sound beer only adul- 
terated. A fine of £5 and £1 costs was imposed, the Lord Mayor 
remarking that it was very much in favour of the defendant that the 
barrel he was drawing from contained beer of the proper gravity. 

Henry R. D. Hooper, landlord of the ‘‘ White Hart,’’ in Long-lane, 
was charged with a similar offence. Mr. St. John Wontner defended. 
In this case also Mr. Freeman was called, but as in the former case 
he was unable to answer questions as to what actually transpired 
when the samples were taken, and the Lord Mayor, addressing him, 
said: I think if your recollection isso bad you ought to be very par- 
ticular in taking a note in writing of everything that happens. Mr. 
Wontner: Have you no recollection of what the defendant said when 
you took the samples? The witness said someone made a state- 
ment, which he repeated. Mr. Wontner: It is no use my asking you 
anything more if you do not remember, and you had better stand 
down. The defendant’s manager said the defendant was ill, and he 
had the sole management of the place. A short time ago a dog 
knocked over some champagne bottles and broke them, and in order 
to make up this loss he adulterated the barrel of beer in question, so 
that the takings should not show a falling off. The landlord had 
distinctly warned him not to adulterate anything, and he had re- 
ceived notice to leave in consequence of disobeying that order. The 
Lord Mayor fined defendant £5, and £3 10s. costs. 


BUTTER. 


At Kingston-on-Thames, Edward Hulbert, High Street, Hampton 
Hill, butterman, was summoned by Walter Tyler, Inspector for the 
Western Division of Middlesex, under the Food and Drugs Act, for 
having sold him on September 19th a quantity of butter which was 
not of the nature, substance, and quality demanded by the Act, it 
having been adulterated with 70 per cent. of foreign fat. Edward 
Watkins, assistant to Mr. Tyler, deposed that he went to defendant’s 
shop at Hampton Hill on the day in question, and asked for “half 
of 1s. butter,” and paid 6d. forit. There was no label on the article 
supplied. Walter Tyler stated that he had received a packet of 
butter on the day alluded to, and told the lad Curtis who served it 
that it would be analysed, and having left a portion at the shop, sent 
the rest to the public analyst, and received on October 1st a certificate, 
stating it was adulterated as mentioned above. Defendant said the 
butter was served by a lad in the absence of the manager, and the 
lad had no business to serve any butter in the manager’s absence. 
The defendant was fined 2 guineas including costs. 


MILK. 


At Liverpool, on the 9th inst., John W. Udall, milk dealer, Foun- 
tuins-road, was fined 20s. and costs for selling skim milk which had 
been adulterated with water. Hight parts of water had» been added 
to every 100 parts of the poorest milk. 


SPIRITS. 


At the Derby Police Court on Monday, Mr. J. F. Baldock, landlord 
of the ‘‘ Crown and Cushion” Vaults, Midland Road, was summoned 
for selling adultered gin. Mr. H. F. Gadsby appeared for the prose- 
cution, and Mr. Hugo Young for the defence. It was stated that on 
the 2th of October Mr. William Wilkinson, an inspector under the 
Food and Drugs Act, purchased a quarter of a pint of gin at the 
vaults. He told Miss Plumber, the barmaid, that it was intended for 
public analysis ; gave her a third of it, retained a third, and sent the 
other to Mr. Otto Hehner, whose certificate was to the effect that the 
gin was adulterated, and contained 3:5 parts of added water. 
The law allowed gin to be sold under preof to the extent of 
35 degrees, but this 34 per cent. was an additional adultera- 
tion to that. Mr. Wilkinson gave evidence in support of the 
statement. Mr. Young said this was a case in which the de- 
fence was chiefly dependent upon the difference of opinion 
of analysts. He did not believe, when the Bench had heard the 
evidence, that they would believe there was any intention to infringe 
the Act of Parliament. Dr. Bostock Hill, analyst for the county of 
Warwick, who would be called, would tell the Bench that he had 
analysed a sample of the gin, and did not agree with the analysis of 
the Derby borough analyst. Dr. Hill had informed him that the 
certificate was a somewhat unusual one. The Act of Parliament 
allowed that gin should be sold 35 degrees under proof. Proof spirit 
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consisted of half pure alcohol and half water. This could be legally 
adulterated so as to bring it to 35 degrees under proof, and the ordinary 
practice of publicans was to purchase their spirits at 17 under proof 
and then to reduce it according to the requirements of their customers. 
They reduced some very little under 17 degrees, and that was called 
best gin. Other gin was perhaps further reduced by adding more 


water to the minimised legal standard of 35 degrees under proof and 


sold at a lower rate. That was the reason why the barmaid asked 
Mr. Wilkinson what quality of gin he required. Mr. Gadsby and 
Mr. Bailey took exception to this statement, and said it was a 
dangerous experiment. On this particular morning Mr. Baldock 
fetched from the cellar six gallons of gin, and not wishing to 
reduce it to its legal minimum, he added one gallon of 
water only. It took a long time before the gia and water 
mixed, and it was suggested that they had not completely 
mixed at the time the sample was taken, and that was why the 
analysis came out as it did. The sample analysed by Dr. Hill was 
found to be a trifle of 35 degrees under proof. Such a slight dis- 
crepancy hardly called for a prosecution ; in fact, Dr. Hill assured 
him that he had never known a prosecution in an instance where the 
offence was so trivial. Asample of the spirit as it was received from 
the merchants was also tested, and it was found that the defendant 
had been labouring under a slight mistake as to its exact strength, 
which would throw him off his guard when he began to reduce it. 
The real defence, however, was that the analysis produced by the 
prosecution was incorrect, and that of Dr. Hill, who had tested the 
spirit very carefully, was correct. The certificate of the borough 
analyst was not given in the usual way, and did not indicate the 
extent to which it was under proof. Dr. Hill was then called. He 
said the sample he analyéd was 364 per cent. under proof, and con- 
tained less than one per cent. of added water. In cross-examination, 
however, he admitted that there was really a difference of 44 degrees 
between his analysis and that of the borough analyst. Fined 5s. and 
costs. 


ANALYSES OF DISINFECTANTS. 


In a thoughtful address on the ‘“‘ Extension of Public Analyses,” 
read on September 27th, 1889, at the Congress of the Sanitary 
Institute, held at Worcester, Mr. Charles E. Cassal, public ana- 
lyst for St. George’s, Hanover Square, said: ‘The vendors of 
the different kinds of rubbish sold under the name of disinfec- 
tants, and with which the uninitiated feebly attempt to combat 
the spread of disease, should be made amenable to some con- 
tro].” They have not yet been made amenable to any control. 
Recent analyses show 75 per cent. of the disinfectants offered to 
the public to be adulterated, many of them so grossly as to be 
worthless. Local authorities innumerable, who have not known 
the constituents of the various disinfectants, have bought worth- 
less rubbish. The necessity of having it analysed, or of prose- 
cuting the vendor for fraud, has never suggested itself. Just as 
the possessor of a filter usually considers himself safe from 
water impurity, but rarely, if ever, takes the trouble to see that 
the filter is regularly cleaned, and that it really filters the water 
instead of impregnating it with disease germs, so the user of a 
“ puffed ” disinfectant thinks he is safe from every disease as long 
as he sprinkles the fluid or powder plentifully about his premises. 
Many of the disinfectant makers issue analyses which ure taken 
by medical officers of health and sanitary inspectors on trust. 
The bulk of these analyses are deliberately misleading and 
have evidently been made from samples whose component 
parts were different to those of the articles sold to the public. 
In view of the possible invasion of Cholera next year, and the 
great public importance of this question we have subjected 
the best known of the% disinfectants to analysis. The analyses 
are such as medical officers of health, sanitary inspectors, and 
local authorities can take as absolutely reliable. They will enable 
a comparison to be made between the values and genuineness of 
the various disinfectants offered for sale, and will show the need 
for prosecutions being instituted in respect to the worthless 
impostures now commonly sold as “disinfectants,” and used in 
enormous quantities by the publicand by many local authorities. 
The first disinfectants we give the constituents ot are those of 
Professor Tuson. Of these our analyst’s report is as follows :— 
‘*Tuson’s DisINFECTANTS. 

‘“ Sir,—I -have made a careful analysis of both the fluid and the 
solid disinfectant which you left with me on September 17th. I 
find that the fluid contains 40 per cent. of chrystalised chloride of 
zinc and 1-86 per cent. of sulphurous acid. This amount of 
sulphurous acid amounts to 84 times the bulk of the fluid, 
whilst the makers state that the fluid contains 80 times its 
bulk of the sulphurous acid. Hence, in this respect the fluid is well 
up to the mark, but the amount of chloride of zine is somewhat less 
than that stated in the little pamphlet issued by the Company. On 
the whole, this is a good disinfectant and genuine. The powder is 
not so good, as it apparently does not keep well, but lovses sul- 
phurous acid gas, even from the tin. For while the Company state 
that the powder consists of equal parts of sulphite of lime and sul- 
phate of alumina, with 15 per cent. of sulphate of zinc; in other 
words, consists of 42°5 per cent. sulphite of lime, 42:3 per cent. of 
sulphate of alumina, and 15 per cent. of sulphate of zinc, the actual 
composition of the article analysed is as follows :— 

Crystallised sulphite of lime 3 
Crystallised sulphite of alumina 
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Hence the powder has lost about one half of the sulphurous acid 
gas which it is stated to have contained originally, and some sulphate 
of lime has been formed by oxidation. It is still a good disinfectant, 
and the deficiency is not due in any way to fraud, but is inherent to 
the changeable nature of the article. Both the fluid and the powder 
are well-devised ‘disinfectants. 

I remain yours, etc., 
Sept. 28th, 1892. THE CONSULYING ANALYST.” 


Medical officers of health and sanitary inspectors will be able 
to see from this analysis the exact value of the disinfectants. We 
may say as to the composition of these articles and their effec- 
tiveness as disinfectants, they far exceed the majority of much 
belauded and advertised disinfectants, whose analyses will in due 
course be published, and the composition of which will surprise 
the public, if not the makers. In the case of Tuson’s disinfec- 
tants, the makers claim for it the following properties :— 

This preparation consists of a solution of a non-volatile antiseptic 
(chloride of zinc), impregnated with 80 times its bulk of sulphurous 
acid gas; in other words, one pint of the liquid contains eight ounces 
of chloride of zinc and 10 gallons of gas. The fiuid is, in fact, a 
combination of one of the most powerful non-volatile antiseptics with 
the oldest and best gaseous disinfectant; the former ingredient will 
effectually prevent the putrefaction of any solid or liquid animal or 
vegetable matter with which it may come in contact, while the 
sulphurous acid will rapidly pass off in the gaseous state into the 
surrounding air, and act as an energetic destroyer of noxious atmo- 
spheric impurities. 


For the powder they say :— 

This is a clean, dry powder, consisting of equal parts of sulphite of 
lime (antiseptic) and sulphate of alumina (antiseptic and absorber of 
ammonia), with 15 per cent. of sulphate of zinc (disinfectant, anti- 
septic, and absorber of ammonia and sulphuretted hydrogen). Ex- 
posed to ordinarily moist air, and more rapidly when damped (for 
example, by being sprinkled over the contents of cess-pools, night- 
stools, or over offal, litter, manure-heaps, &c.), the sulphite of lime 
and sulphate of alumina suffer mutual decomposition, whereby 
sulphurous acid, amounting to about one-fifth of the weight of the 
powder, is involved in the gaseous state (1 lb. of powder will evolve 
7 gallons of gas), and there remains behind, in the solid condition, 
sulphite of lime and sulphate of zinc. The sulphurous acid diffuses 
into the atmosphere, and acts as a disinfectant as well as a destroyer 
of bad smells; the sulphite of lime absorbs ammonia, and the 
sulphate of zinc prevents putrefaction and absorbs ammonia and 
sulphuretted hydrogen. 


The medical officer and public analyst for the City of London 
writes, on December 19th, 1889, as follows, viz. :— 

During the past summer months I have foand ‘‘ Tuson’s Dis- 
infecting Fluid” extremely valuable for watering the public roadways, 
for which purpose a two or three per cent. solution may be used. 
It seems to me that particularly for roadways laid with wooden 
blocks there should be a large demand for a powerful germicide, when 
public sanitary authorities are impressed with the importance of 
deodorising such roadways in hot weather, it being admitted that the 
wood absorbs and retains much of the seeretions from animals, 
which soon decompose, and may at any moment prove a source of 
the greatest danger to the public health, especially when enteric dis- 
orders are prevalent among cattle. I have also utilised it, ina much 
stronger solution, for making the chemical baths in which the meat 
condemned as unfit for human food is immersed, and have formed a 
high opinion of its value for this purpose. Again, it is a useful 
adjunct to the mortuary chamber, for sprinkling putrid corpses, 
especially drowned cases. 


Our readers know our opinion of testimonials generally. In 
this instance, however, they appear to be merited, the analysis 
showing the disinfectants to be well-devised and reliable articles. 
That a thorough inquiry into the value of disinfectants is 
necessary receives further proof from the report of the analyses 
made for the Board of Trade. These analyses were undertaken 
for the purpose of determining the efficiency of disinfectants 
used for passenger and merchant ships, and to revise the list of 
disinfectants in the medical scales of the Board of Trade. The 
Lancet, says in commenting on the report of these analyses :— 

‘‘Tt was decided to adopt as standards a solution containing 80 
per cent. carbolic acid and a powder containing 20 per cent. of the 
acid. Every disinfectant on the Board of Trade list was examined 
bacteriologically, in order to determine whether it was equal in value 
to the standard as an antiseptic and disinfectant. The experiments 
extended over several months, the result being that nearly every 
liquid disinfectant on the list was found to be inferior to an equal 
bulk of the carbolic acid solution, and in the case of powders to an 
equal weight of the carbolic acid powder. The method adopted is 
not explained, and the kind of organism experimented upon is not 
mentioned ; but it must be admitted that the conclusions come to by 
the committee are not in agreement with the observations of pre- 
vious investigators, such as Koch, Martens, Bucholtz and others.”’ 


As the aralyses were conducted by the Somerset House 
Analysts, it is not to be wond- red at that the conclusions are not 
in agreement with those ot Koch, Martens and others. 


To he continued, 
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THE PURE FOOD MOVEMENT. 


A Socrety has been formed for the purpose of enforcing the 
Adulteration Acts, and has issued the following appeal, which 
we have pleasure in publishing :— 


THE ANTI-ADULTERATION SOCIETY, 


FOR SECURING THE PURITY OF THE PUBLIC 
FOOD SUPPLY, AND AMENDING THE 
ADULTERATION ACTS. 


THERE is scarcely an article of food now offered for sale to the 
public that is not tampered with and adulterated, oftex to the 
extent of being dangerous to the health of the consumer, and 
this despite the existing Acts for the suppression of adulteration. 
Unfortunately for the public welfare these Acts remain a dead 
letter in a great portion of the United Kingdom. 


One of the chief duties of local authorities in connection with 
the administration of the Acts is to appoint suitable persons to 
take samples of food, drugs, and drinks from dealers periodically, 
and have them analysed by a competent analyst to be appointed 
for the purpose by themselves; and in cases where adulteration 
is discovered, to prosecute the offending dealer. 


In their twenty-first annual report just issued, the Local 
Government Board say of the Acts:— 


‘‘ They were, indeed, absolutely ignored in one metropolitan dis- 
trict, St. Martin’s-in-the-Fields, in four administrative counties 
(Hereford, West Suffolk, Montgomery, and Radnor), and in 27 
boroughs, including many of considerable population, such as Bury, 
Devonport, Great Grimsby, Great Yarmouth, West Bromwich, Tyne- 
mouth, Southport, and Rotherham. In the metropolitan district of 
Newington, with a population of 115,663, the number of samples 
analysed was only 31; in the administrative county of Berks (popu- 
lation 155,063) it was 21; in Cambridgeshire (population 88,097) it 
was 8; in Cornwall (population 299,010) it was 29 ; in Monmouthshire 
(population 197,565) it was 16; in Norfolk (population 287,927) it 
was 35; in Northumberland (population 260,106) it was 28; in 
Oxfordshire (population 127,430) it was 14; in Hast Suffolk (popula- 
tion 182,592) it was 35; and it was also quite insignificant in com- 
parison with the population in most of the Welsh counties, 'as well 
asin such considerable boroughs as Norwich, Northampton, Ply- 
mouth, Preston, Lincoln, Ipswich, Ashton-under-Lyne, Burnley, 
Worcester, Shrewsbury, and Scarborough. It is surprising that the 
local authorities in these and many other cases are content to leave 
the inhabitants without that protection against fraud by the sale of 
adulterated food, which the exercise of the statutory powers conferred 
on the authority would be likely to ensure.” 


Year after year the Local Government Board have directed 
the attention of the local authorities at fault to the premium 
thus offered to fraud, but without any real success. 

In 1890 the Local Government Board had to report :— 

‘**In certain counties and boroughs, comprising altogether about a 
quarter of the population of England and Wales, the Acts were 
practically a dead letter, since only one sample was examined for every 
5,151 persons. 

‘* Within the jurisdiction of the County Councils of Monmouth, 
Oxford, Hereford, Pembroke, Cambridge, Montgomery, Radnor, and 
the Isle of Ely no steps whatever were taken by the authorities 
charged with enforcing the law, the same may be said of no less than 
32 boroughs, some of them having large populations, such as North- 
ampton, Devonport, Tynemouth, Carlisle, Southport, Scarborough, 
and Dover. In Cornwall only 46 samples were analysed for a popu- 
lation of 305,338. 


In Berkshire 28 samples for a population of 152,452; Shropshire 


39 samples, population 203,094; Wiltshire 44 samples, population 
244,173; Lincolnshire, 85 samples, population 361,585 : Carmarthen 
6 samples, population 114,350; Preston 8 samples, population 
96,537 ; Norwich 4 samples, population 87,842; Wolverhampton 15 
samples, population 7£,756; Bolton 22 samples, population 105,414 ; 
Macclesfield 5 samples, population 37,514 ; Ipswich 8 samples, popu- 
lation 50,546 ; Ashton-under-Lyne 6 samples, population 37,040.” 

The report adds this significant comment :— 

‘‘In most of these cases we have in previous reports called atten- 
tion to the neglect of the Local Authorities to carry out the provi- 
gions of the Acts, and we regret that in these and other cases the local 
bodies responsible are content to neglect the powers with which the legis- 
lature has entrusted them for the protection not only of the consumers 
but of the honest tradesmen who deal only in unadulterated articles, 
and who are now exposed to the risk of being under sold by less scru- 
pulous competitors upon whom the enforcement of the acts would operate 
as a useful check.” 


This indifference on the part of Local Authorities has not only 


assisted fraud, but has been disastrous to some of the most im- 
portant of our native industries. 
enforcement of the Adulteration Acts injures the poor, who, by 
reason of their smaller purchasing power, have to pay 
twenty-five per cent. more for their food, and at that get only 
the worst and most adulterated kinds. This fostering or tacit 
permittal of adulteration has been one of the most potent factors in 
causing the decline in English agricultural prosperity and the 
migration of, it has been calculated, 250,000 persons from agri- 
cultural districts into the towns in search of employment. 
To take one important article of produce, 


BUTTER. 


No country in the world ought to be able to compete with 
England in the production of dairy produce. English cows are 
better than Continental cows and English pastures are infinitely 
more productive. Why, then, is English produce being replaced 
by that of foreign countries in our own markets? It is because 
foreign produce may be and is adulterated to well-nigh any extent, 
even to that of being injurious to health, and that such adultera- 
tions enable the foreign merchants to dishonestly undersell English 
farmers. The bulk of so-called foreign pure, best butter now 
sold to the public is mixed with it 10, 15, or as high as twenty- 
five per cent. of margarine, This is sold with impunity as pure 
butter in almost every first-class shop in London and the pro- 
vinces. Foreign makers use machines for adding, not only 
margarine, but excess water to butter. This fraud has 
found imitators here, and there are over 30 such machines 
now in use in London alone in large provision dealer's. 
establishments. 
tain more than 12 per cent. of water—that amount being 
naturally present in the butter itself. By the aid of the new 
mixing machines water to the extent of 25 per cent. can be 
added to butter, and is so minutely divided and mixed 
with the article itself that none but an analyst can detect the 
imposture. Samples of such fraudulently watered butter have 
been discovered lately containing 33 per cent. water, 25 per cent. 
margarine, and only 42 per cent. butter. English dairy farmers. 
are, therefore, not being driven from our markets honestly. 
They are undersold by a competition that is not only injurious 
to our national prosperity, but is a fraud upon the public and 
dangerous to the health of the users of the dishonest butters, for 
well nigh all of the butters wn question are prepared with boric, 
boracic or other antiseptics that cause indigestion, gastro-intestinal 
irritation,and slowly but permanently injure the health of the con-- 
sumers. The dishonest dealers who have adopted these methods 
of making water stand upright and selling it as pure butter may 
well undersell English dairy-farmers. Each purchaser pays pure: 
butter price for at least thirteen pounds of water, and often for 
twenty-five pounds of margarine out of every hundred pounds. 
used of such so-called butters. Against such impostures the: 
English dairy-farmers have had only two courses—to become: 
thieves themselves or to accept ruin, The rigorous enforcement: 
of the Adulteration Acts would give English dairy-farmers fair 
play, and revive even now this branch of agriculture, as well as 
save the public hundreds of thousands of pounds, of which they 
are at present deliberately robbed. The employment of antiseptics 
in food has been prohibited nearly in every continental country 
as dangerous to public health. The foreign butter factor is not 
allowed to use the injurious preservatives in any article for home 
consumption under severe penalties, but he may put as much 
injurious preservative as he likes into all food sent into this 
country. That is, he 7s not allowed to injure his own country 
people's health, but we aid him to damage ours. Another con- 
sideration that is not without importance is the fact, that we can 
inspect our own dairies, but we have no means of doing so with 
those of foreign countries; and milk and butter, as is well known,, 
are the most ready sources of infection for all zymotic diseases... 


MARGARINE, 


The Margarine Act it was hoped would prevent this substance 
being sold as pure butter. Its sale as butter is not stopped, and’ 
is every day increasing. In Southport one dealer lately boasted 
that he made £25 per week extra profits by its sale as butter, 
Southport being a town where no samples of any kind are taken 
for analysis, and where the Adulteration Acts have been per- 
sistently ignored. It cannot be denied that much that is sold 
as margarine is good and wholesome, but there are substances 
coming regularly into our markets that, on the authority of the: 
American Department of Agriculture, are composed of “ refuse 
pork, bone fats, candle and soap grease, horse fat, &c.” Our own 
analyses have shown these margarines to be vile mixtures. Offal 


and sweepings of abbatoirs enter largely into the composition of | 


these substances, and putrefaction is only arrested by the use of 
powerful and health-injuring antiseptics. Of these antiseptics a 
very eminent analyst, writing in Food, Drugs, and Drink, 
says :— 


In a double manner the non- ~ 


A pure well-worked butter should not con- 
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“* So-called science is now within reach of all, and by the aid 
of unscrupulous or ignorant scientific men—for it is remarkable 
how ignorant a scientific man can be the moment he steps outside his 
own sphere—preservatives of many kinds are largely sold with the 
object of their being added to food. A preservative, which arrests 

the development of those organisms which cause the curdling of 
milk, the rancidity of butter, or the putrefaction of meat—organisms 
which are possessed of a vitality far greater than that of highly- 
organised animal bodies like the human—cannot but act detrimen- 
tally to at least an equal extent upon the human frame. But trade 
has so altered in recent years that quantities of these perishable 
articles are laid in stock which would perish long before they could 
be disposed of in the old-fashioned way. The dealer, for the sake of 
profit, purchases when prices are low, and by the aid of chemicals 
makes his provisions keep, whether it be to the detriment of the 
public or not. Milk, the food of the young, is physicked with boric 
acid. Hardly a pound of butter is sold which does not contain one 
per cent. at least of boric acid or of borax. Bacon is cured with borax 
and boric acid. Sausages are pickled with it. Meat is steeped into 
a solution of bisulphite of lime. Fish is brought from abroad satu- 
rated with borax. Wine, badly made and ill-fermented, is kept by 
addition of salicylic acid. Malt beverages almost invariably contain 
bisulphite of lime or other chemicals. In fact, from the early break- 
fast to the late supper, the consumer is dosed by the tradesman with 
medicinal substances, which should be administered only upon the 
prescription of a competent medical man. Indigestion is rampant 
everywhere, but it is usually attributed to our mode of living, to 
insufficient exercise, or eating too much, when, doubtless, it is 
largely attributable to the digestion-hindering chemicals which we 
are forced to swallow in everything we eat or drink.” 


In St. Martin’s-in-the-Fields, Rotherhithe, Newington, and 
other London districts—mostly where the poor live—these low- 
grade margarines are not only universally sold, but are disposed 
of in enormous quantities, as pure butter. Their sale also now ex- 
tends to the most fashionable hotels. At the recent Dairy Show, 
held in London, some scores of samples of butter in use in the 
best London hotels and restaurants were exhibited. On analysis 
they were found to contain margarine in proportions of 25 to 90 
per cent. Public analysts everywhere recognise that, with the 
Adulteration Acts thus neglected, it is well nigh impossible to 
attempt to stop the sale of margarine as butter, unless margarine 
be, as is compulsory in Denmark and other countries, sold in 
its natural colour instead of being, as it now is, coloured a 
butter tint for the purpose of deception. The Public Analyst 
for South Staffordshire in his last report, says :— 


* Butter will never be protected until it be made penal not to sell 
margarine uncoloured or else specially coloured.” 


LARD. 


In every city and town throughout the kingdom Ameri- 
can compounds are now on sale, containing from 15 
per cent. to 25 per cent. of beef stearine or palm-nut stearine— 
substances costing 75 per cent. less than the genuine article. 
The uninterrupted sale of these articles caused by the non- 
enforcement of the Adulteration Acts—is rapidly driving pure 
English and Irish lard out of the market, and ruining this in- 
dustry. We thus develop American trade, whilst their 
McKinley tariff is working to crush our own industries. 


COCOA. 


The majority of the substances sold as cocoa are not cocoa, 
but concoctions ccntaining, many of them only 15 to 25 per 
cent. of cocoa, the remaining 75 per cent. being starch and 
sugar. That such substances should be sold as cocoa instead 
of being labelled and sold as starch, sugar and cocoa—in the order 
of their constituents—is a deliberate fraud upon the public. 
Injurious alkalis are also added to all the imported Dutch cocoas. 
Of their action Dr. Sidney Ringer says :— 


“The sustained administration of alkalies and their carbonates 
renders the blood poorer in solid and in red corpuscles, and impairs 
the nutrition of the body. Of ammonia, carbonate of ammonia and 
spirits of ammonia, other substances used in Dutch cocoas, Dr. 
Ringer says: ‘ These preparations have many properties in common 
with the alkaline potash and soda group. They possess a strong 
alkaline re-action, are freely soluble in water, have a high diffusion 
power, and dissolve the animal textures.’ 


CONDENSED MILK. 


Bad as ordinary milk is as regards adulteration, those sub- 
stances sold as Condensed Milk are far worse. Of these the 
Local Government Board Report for 1890 states, ‘‘ Various 
samples have been found almost completely deprived of fat, 
having been apparentiy made of skim milk.” 1890-91, p cliv. 

The Analyst for Battersea reports :—‘‘ Two samples reported 
as adulterated were certified to have had at least 90 per cent. 
and at least 60 per cent. of the fat abstracted respectively. 
These substances were sold in tins, which bore labels setting 
forth their good quality, their special fitness for infants and 
household use, and stating that they were free from all additions 
except cane sugar, a portion only of the cream having been re- 
moved. The directions given on these labels for diluting the 
product with water would, if followed, result in producing 








exceedingly weak sugary liquids of very little value. To use 
such preparations in the manner directed as the sole food for 
infants, would undoubtedly be seriously injurious to their health, 

It is questionable, however, if even one in every hundred pur- 
chasers of condensed milk takes the trouble to know what the 
article really is that he is purchasing. A pure condensed milk 
should contain not less than 10 per cent. of fat (cream) ; but 
seven-tenths of the substances sold as condensed milk do not 
contain more than 1°54 to 2°72 per cent. of fat, being made from 
milk from which the fat has been separated by the centrifugal 
separator. They are, therefore, not condensed milk, but mere 
concoctions of skimmed milk, thickened with sugar, possessing 
no feeding properties worth mentioning. 

Amongst the very poor, mothers who go out to work usually put 
their children out to nurse, and a pound tin of condensed milk 
is regarded as a week’s food supply, and furnished for that purpose 
by the mother. The alarmingly high rate of infant mortality that 
has puzzled our scientists to find its cause, is to a great degree 
here accounted for. Infants fed on such trash are literally 
starved to death. It has been calculated that a pound tin of the 
highest class condensed milk, containing 10 per cent. of fat, only 
affords sufficient nourishment for two days for a healthy infant. 
The horrible process of starvation to which a baby is subjected 
who has to drag out a week’s existence on the rubbish that con- 
tains only one to two per cent. of nourishment may well be im- 
agined ; and to permit the sale of these fraudulent substances as 
it is at_ present carried on is to connive at child murder. 

The Local Government Board in their report just issued for 
1891, says :— . 


With regard to condensed milk, it seems necessary to repeat the 
warning contained in our last report against the use of inferior 
brands of this article. In several cases the analyses show that in- 
ferior sorts are made from skimmed milk, and possess very slight 
nutritive qualites. The analyst for the Strand district reports as: 
follows on this subject :— 

One example contained 1-50 per cent. fat. The original milk from 
which it had been prepared had therefore been deprived of at Jeast 
80 per cent. of its fat. For infants it was recommended that the 
milk should be diluted with from 8 to 13 times its bulk of water. The 
consequence of feeding a child on such mixture would be semi- 
starvation. 

The Twenty-first Report of the Local Government Board says 
“in London, tai en as a whole, the percentage of adulterated 
samples was 21:5, but it ranged in particular districts from 46:8 
in St. George-the-Martyr, Southwark, and 47:2 in Lambeth, to 
16 in Lewisham, and 0:0 in Hampstead and in St. James, West- 
minster, a)l the samples examined in these two parishes having 
been pronounced to be genuine. Even in adjoining districts, 
which presumably derive much of their supply from the same 
sources, the contrast is sometimes striking. Thus, in St. Pan- 
cras the percentage of adulterated samples was 40°3, while of 
the parishes on its western border Marylebone had a percentage 
of only 8:7, and in Hampstead, as already stated, not a single 
case of adulteration was detected. In Newington, with a popu- 
lation of 115,663, no samples of milk were procured for analy- 
sis; as the returns show that in the five years 1887—91 the 
aggregate number of samples examined was only 25, of which 12 
were condemned, it would seem that the parish is one in which 
unscrupulous dairymen are allowed ample opportunity for 
making illicit profits.” 


BAKING POWDER. 


With the exception of some five manufacturers, the whole of 
the baking powder makers use alum in the preparation of 
baking powder. Zhe Lancet thus describes the action of baking 
powder made with alum :— 


“Tt consists of alum and bicarbonate of soda. These substances 
when moistened interact, carbonic acid gas escapes, and there re- 
mains a residuum of sodium sulphate and alumina. Apart from the 
fact that there is formed by this double composition a salt of strong 
purging quavities—viz., Glauber’s salti—it is important to consider 
what is likely to be the action of the newly-formed alumina. It is 
well known that alumina when precipitated in the presence of cer- 
tain soluble matters will render them insoluble. This is especially 
the case with soluble nitrogenous matters. Further than this, alu- 
mina combines with soluble phosphates to form insoluble phosphate 
of aluminium. Surely, in the light of these facts, it is seriously to 
the prejudice of a purchaser if, when he buys a baking powder, he 
receives one which is calculated to reduce very materially, by reason 
of the nature of its ingredients, the food value of his ‘staff of life,’ 
by rendering both the nutritious and the bone-forming constituents 
in it soluble and indigestible. If baking powders must be used, alum 
should not enter into their composition, especially as there are other 
comparatively inert and equally effective agents procurable.”’ 


As it is with the foods instanced, so it is with almost every 
article offered to the public. Enovgh has been said to show the 
grave need for strenuously administering the existing Adultera- 
tion Acts, and that their powers should also be strengthened to 
punish the manufacturer as well as the retailer, as it is the manu- 
facturer who mainly benefits by the fraud. The Acts to be 
effectual. need to be compulsory to the end that it may be made 


8 FOOD, DRUGS, AND DRINK. 


aes Tl ial} 
Di iid alah 


November 19, 1892. 








impossible for local bodies to deliberately ignore them as is now 
the case. Fortunately, by clause 12 of the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act (38 and 39 Vict.), private purchasers may purchase 
and cause to be analysed samples of food stuffs, and, if the 
samples prove to be adulterated, may cause the vendor to be 
punished. This power, although existing for 17 years, has not 
been properly availed of yet. In 1890 only 107 samples were 
thus obtained, and in 1891, 177 samples, On this question the 
Local Government Board say :— 


‘* As invariably happens, a much larger proportion (34-5 per cent.) 
of the private than of the official samples was found to be adulter- 
ated, since (apart from the fact that inspectors, unless they take 
special pains to conceal the object of their purchase, often have 
superior articles supplied to them), a private individual is unlikely to 
saddle himself with the trouble and expense of procuring an analysis, 
unless his suspicion of adulteration is based on tolerably solid 
grounds. 


It is a dangerous public scandal that the laws to prevent 
adulteration are allowed to remain a dead letter in so many parts 
of London and the provinces. Even where they are enforced, 
the Acts are often farcically administered. Mr. Geo. R, Sims 
says :— 

There is a law, it is true, which provides for this class of offence ; 
but what is the use of a law unless it is enforced, and enforced vigor- 
ously? There is hardly a day passes without some scoundrel being 
detected in attempting to foist stuff unfit for human food upon his 
fellow-creatures. And when the case is fully proved, the offender is 
let off with a paltry fine utterly insufficient to deter him from pur- 
suing his evil, but highly profitable, occupation of poisoning the 
public. 


Let me cite a case which catches my eye even as I write. Ina 
Liverpool paper of last Thursday I find the following :—At the Bolton 
Police-court a local butcher is summoned for attempting to sell 60 
lb. of diseased beef to his customers. The lungs of the beast were 
described as in a most advanced stage of tuberculosis, but the car- 
case had been dressed so as to disguise all trace of the disease. The 
butcher was fined twenty shillings. Such a penalty for such an 
’ offence is an absurdity. But it is a fair specimen of the way similar 
cases are treated all over the country. 


The object of the Anti-Adulteration Society is to enforce the 
law where local authorities ignore or administer it inefficiently, 
and to punish those who practice adulteration. Great as would 
be the benefit of a pure food supply to the public at large, and 
the poor in particular, it would greatly aid in restoring the agri- 
cultural prosperity of the United Kingdom. 

It is not only in food stuffs that adulteration is practised. 
Laxity in administration has caused fraud to enter into every 
department of commerce. 


DRUGS. 


A doctor prescribes certain drugs, believing the drugs to have 
a standard strength or quality that will have a specific eftect 
upon his patient, but, owing to the scandalous and cruel adul- 
terations practised in the drug trade, the medicines may have 
little or no value, may be poisonous, or may produce precisely 
the contrary effect to that aimed for. Of 959 samples of drugs 
analysed in 1890, no fewer than 139 were adulterated. This is 
not only a grave public scandal, but also a public danger, and 
the weighty words of the Local Government Board’s report, 
“that the number of samples of drugs examined was scarcely 
commensurate with the importance to the community of securing 
genuine medicines,” should not be unheeded. 

In their report for 1891 the Local Government Board say :— 


Considering that the difference between pure and adulterated 
medicine may conceivably be a matter of life or death for the patient, 
it is desirable that still more should be done in this direction. 


WINE. 


So scandalous have become the frauds practised in the wine 
and spirit trade, that a writerin the Wine Trade Review, writing 
of the last vintage, said :— 


“‘ Never within my memory has there been such fraud practised by 
the growers as has been the case this year. In some parts, where 
the people could get alcohol on the sly without paying duty, they 
have added water and alcohol to their wine, and made the whole 
ferment together ; elsewhere they have added sugar and water to the 
must, in some cases making threefold the original quantity. It is 
very tempting, as with 27 kilogrammes of sugir (about 60 lbs.) they 
can make a hogshead of 45 gailons of water weigh 8 degs. ‘This 
hogshead of sweet water does not cost more than 19 frs., and when 
fermented with the wine and crushed grapes is not fouud out by the 
palate, and when selling at 100 frs. or 110 frs. the hogshead, as if 
genuine wine, there is a splendid profit for the unscrupulous farmers, 
whose name is legion.” 


Our Government, however, exercises no surveillance over the 
importers of these fraudulent wines, or over manufacturers of 
spurious ports, champagnes, etc., and the rascality goes merrily 
on, to the detriment of the trade of reputable firms who vend 
genuine wines. Some of the so-called champagnes now largely 
pought by the public are made from the following ingredients :— 














White sugar, 8 Ib.; brown sugar, 7 lb. ; crystalline lemon acid or 
tartaric acid, + oz.; pure water, 8 gallons; perry, 4 quarts; 
French brandy, 3 pints, coloured with cochineal. 

Other noted brands are made from drugs alone, and cost about 
5d. per bottle. The merchant secures a supply of bottles, labels, 
and vividly-coloured show-cards. An arrangement with a large 
public restaurant or railway refreshment-room caterer to hang 
his show-cards and put the artistically named brand of spurious 
champagne on the carte is the next process, and the dishonest 
merchant and caterer mutually benefit by the fraud practised 
upon the public. So extensive has been the adoption of this 
method that the walls of our principal restaurants are covered 
with a mass of show-card daubs, 

As only 65 samples of wines in all were examined during 1890, 
and scarcely any in 1891, the English people are in no way pro- 
tected against fraud ; and artificial wine, or rubbish of any kind, 
no matter how injurious to the public health, may be sold with 
impunity. The evil here indicated can only be coped with in one 
way, viz., by publicity; and it will be the duty of the Anti- 
Adulteration Socicty to cause careful analyses to be made of the 
numerous brands of so-called champagnes, etc., at present being 
sold to the public; and, where the contents are found to be 
impure or fraudulent, to publish the analyses of the spurious 
wines, and issue such warnings to the public as will tend to put 
a stop to the traffic in such as are found worthless. 


SOME O©HER ADULTERATIONS. 


Manures, cattle spice, oil and linseed cake are adulterated to 
a scandalous extent. Dr. Charles Harrision, Medical Officer of 
Health and Public Analyst, Lincoln, in his last report stated— 


“One sample, submitted privately for analysis, is important to an 
agricultural county. It was stated to be a sample of nitrate of soda, 
and the question submitted was, ‘ Does this sample contain 95 per 
cent. of pure nitrate?’ ‘On examination it was found to be ordin- 
ary washiug soda, the value being about £3 10s. per ton. Nitrate at 
the time was selling at probably ten guineas per ton, so that anyone 
buying the stuff for nitrate would be paying three times the com- 
mercial value, and putting on his land a substance containing no 
nitrogen.” 


Mr. Otto Hehner, President of the Society of Public Analysts, 
giving evidence with respect to a well-known cattle spice that for 
twenty years has had an extensive sale in England, said: “ Its 
essential ingredients were coarse refuse meals, cereal meals, 
locust-bean meal, salt, and fenugreek. It contained seven to 
eight per cent. of sand and about nine per cent. of nitrogenous 
matter. He thought its money value less than that of ordinary 
barley. 

The plaintiff, however, had given £27 103s. per ton for the 
compound, and it had been exhibited at several shows, and ob- 
tained prizes and medals, Amongst those who had given testi- 
monials as to the worth of this cattle spice, were the King of 
the Netherlands and the steward to His Royal Highness the 
Price of Wales. 

The facts herein enumerated, strong though they may seem to 
be, give but a faint idea of the extent to which fraud has entered 
into commercial life. The Local Government Board is power- 
less. It can only persist in complaining. Our native industries 
meanwhile are being one by one thus dishonestly extirpated, and 
foreign nations, thriving by fraud, are monopolising our markets 
in butter, bacon, lard, cocoa, condensed milk, beef extracts, and 
scores of articles that are adulterated or physicked to the injury 
of the consumers. The Anti-Adulteration Society has the co- 
operation of earnest scientists and food experts throughout the 
United Kingdom, and only needs adequate funds to initiate and 
successfully carry out a vigorous crusade against fraud in feod, 
drugs, and drink in every district where such dishonest practices 
now flourish. 





Ar the last quarterly meeting of the Berkshire County 
Council, the Analyst reported that he had received 12 articles 
for analysis from the Eastern District—a consignment of cocoa, 
coffee, butter, mustard, and whisky. The so-called cocoa was 
chiefly starch and sugar, and very little of the character of the 
real article. The coffee, butter, and mustard were genuine, but 
the whisky was adulterated (laughter), two of the samples were 
17 degrees below the standard allowed. Five samples of well 
water were sent ; four good and one not. 


This County Council is one that believes it takes an interest 
in the public welfare, whilst it is content to practically ignore 
the working of the Adulteration Acts. On the one hand, it is, 
considering the need for assisting agriculture by scholarships, 
and by opening schools for instruction in dairy work; but, on 
the other hand, by its practical burking of the Adulteration Acts, 
the Council directly aids in the ruin of our agricultural pros- 
perity. ‘ Evil is wrought by want of thought, as well as want 
of heart.” How long will this Council be content to see Acts 


| intended to protect English industries and to discourage fraud 


thus scandalously ignored ? 
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DANISH BUTTER, ENGLISH BUTTER, AND 
; MAGISTRATES. 


A CONTRAST AND AN OBJECT LESSON. 





Tue Danish Government employ a commercial agricultural 
gentleman, whose duty is, in the words of the Danish Minister 
of the Interior, “ to seek to promote the reputation and sale 
of Danish agricultural products, especially dairy products, in the 
English markets.” 

He has done so to such an extent that Danish butter has 
gained a great reputation thrcughout England, and our own 
products have been injured. Our magistrates who, at the sum- 
monses of Englishmen fine offenders 2s. 6d. and costs, inflict 
penalties of £10 and £10 12s. when requested to do so by the 
enemies of our agricultural prosperity. Our newspapers, as per 
The Echo of Nov. 12th, report cases thus :— 


_ Buttermen, beware! Denmark exports to this country 80,000,000 
pounds of Danish butter every year, and it is so jealous for the 
honour of its staple product that it has appointed Mr. Harold Faber 
as an Agricultural Commissioner to this country, one of whose duties 
it is to enforce the Margarine Act. Denmark does not manufacture 
Margarine, and it objects to margarine being mixed with its butter. 
Mr. Faber has just prosecuted a Peterborough butterman, who had 
mixed three parts of margarine with two parts of butter, and called 
it the ‘‘ finest Danish,” the defendant being fined £10 and £10 12s. 
costs. A Danish prosecutor may, perhaps, succeed where our own 
local officers fail. 

The magistrates who at the request of a Danish prosecutor 
inflicted a fine of this magnitude, at the request of Mr. John 
Almond Stilton, a mere Englishman, inflicted a fine of £5, and 
£1 costs, for a similar offence, while in the great majority of pro- 
sections under the Food Act merely nominal and shamefully 
small fines are inflicted. Since when, we would like to know, 
has an English yeoman in his own land fallen so low that he is 
to be thus less protected in our English courts than one of our 
most dangerous competitors ? We give this case, not only as a con- 
trast, but because as a straw shows how the wind blows, it shows 
how our agricultural prosperity has been brought to its present 
pass. For years past our Press has lent itself to the game of 
lauding everything foreign. A far-sighted Danish Government, 
scientifically advised by chemists who knew what they are 
about—men of European reputation like Professor Stein, com- 
pared with whom the analysts at Somerset House, Bell, Ban- 
nister, Lewin, and Harkness are insignificant, unknown as they 
are to the scientific world outside the Strand—have organised 
the Danish Dairy Trade in an admirable manner, while our own 
Government have done absolutely nothing. Neither the Minister 
of Agriculture, nor County Councils, nor, least of all, our 
Magisterial Benches have recognised their duty to England. If 
they will not take English advice, they ought at least to take a 
leaf out of the Danish book. English pastures are richer, and 
English cows are better than Danish or any foreign pastures 
or cattle. As regards other than Danish butters, every 
foreign butter maker knows thoroughly well that Somerset 
House analysts will pass as pure butter substances containing 
10 to15 per cent. of margarine. Every foreign butter maker 
equally well knows that in a butter that naturally contains 
10 to 12 per cent. of water he can, by the aid of the “ butter 
mixing machine,” add an extra 10 per cent. of water, and he does 
it, well knowing that the Somerset House standards will permit 
the fraud. Calculate the result: 10 per cent. of margarine at 
45s. per cwt. to a 110s. percwt. butter reduces the cost to the 
foreign swindler by 6s. 6d. 10 per cent. of water—that costs 
nothing—reduces the cost by lls. Add to that the favoured 
steamer, railway, etc., rates offered to our enemies, and then— 
why wonder that the foreigners drive us out of our own 
markets? What is the English dairy farmer’s alternative? 
to become a thief or a bankrupt. What is the result to the 
public? They pay butter price for water made by fraud to 
stand upright, and for margarine bought as pure butter. 
The State department at Somerset House that has strangled 


our butter trade, and holds its protecting ‘egis over every | 


foreign butter merchant who is guilty of these practices deserves 
heavy censure. 


NOTTINGHAM ADULTERATION. 

For the three months ending September 30th, only three 
samples were taken in Nottingham for analysis, two beingon 
July Ist, and one on July 20th. Throughout the month of 
August and September the Acts were allowed to remain a dead 
letter. During the entire quarter not one sample of butter, 
lard, mustard, cocoa, drugs, &c., was taken. Itis notorious that 
tons upon tons of butter mixtures and of Jard adulterated with 
beef stearine go into Nottingham and are sold as pure butter 
and lard. The authorities who neglect their duty to the public 
as the Nottingham authorities do, incur a heavy responsibility 
by the encouragement they give to fraud, and the damage they 
do to English industries. 








THE MARGARINE QUESTION. 





In the course of what is otherwise a sensible letter, Mr. George 
Watson, of the’ Maypole Dairy Company, says :— 

‘‘ We believe most honest dealers in margarine do not object that 
it should be sold under its natural colour, although it must be pointed 
out that this must entail great hardship upon the working classes, 
who, if they eat margarine, will have to buy and mix colouring mat- 
ter with it before using it, in the same way as is now done in Den- 
mark.’’ 


We have rarely seon anything more ridiculous than this state- 
ment, that “it must entail great hardship upon the working 
classes.” To say that if the public want margarine they will not 
eat it in its natural colour is on the face of it an absurd conten- 
tion. Margarine is, much of it, a dishonest, dirty substance 
made from filthy offal, bone fats, refuse pork (liable to produce 
trichinz), candle and soap grease, and horse fat (vide the special 
report of the American Department of Agriculture). The 
sweepings of abattoirs, saliva, and every imaginable filth from 
which the least particle of fat can be extracted enters into its 
composition. Its inherent rottenness would in the cas-s of some 
of the best known brands cause it to “turn” and emit revolting 
stenches before it could be put upon the market for sale, were it 
not that it is dosed with the most powerful antiseptics, the hurt- 
ful character of which has led to their use in food being pro- 
hibited in well nigh every country but England. 


We have no objection whatever to margarine being honestly 
sold for what it really is, but the use of the butter colour has 
only one object—to enable the vendor to delude the purchaser 
into the belief that it is butter, and so defraud the consumer. 
The use of the “ preservative” and its effect has already been 
described in few words in a previous issue of our journal as 
follows :— 


‘‘ A preservative, which arrests the development of those organisms 
which cause the curdling of milk, the rancidity of butter, or the 
putrefaction of meat—organisms which are possessed of a vitality 
far greater than that of highly organised animal bodies like the 
hu man—cannot but act detrimentally to at least an equal extent upon 
the human frame.” 


Public health and public honesty demand that the filthy, 
dangerous fraud of selling margarine as it is at present sold 
should be ended by abolishing the use of colouring matter in the 
substance, and prohibiting the use of the injurious preservatives. 
Only pure and wholesome margarine could then be sold. The 
makers of pure margarine would benefit, and the public be pro- 
tected. 








BIRMINGHAM GROCERS’ AND THE MARGARINE ACT, 


Mr. G. SHeiiey presided over a meeting of the Birmingham 
Grocers’ Association, at the Exchange, High-street, on the 9th 
inst., and moved the adoption of the committee’s report. He 
thought they could look to the Grocers’ Federation to lift the 
trade into a better position than it had hitherto occupied. A 
discugsion on the price of sugar resulted in the matter being 
referred to the committee.—Mr. W. H. Boraston said he thought 
that the time had arrived to take some steps to put an end to 
the selling of margarine as butter. ‘This was being carried on to 
a very great extent in Birmingham, and the association ought to 
do something to protect the public.—The CuarrmMAN remarked 
that the Margarine Act was the silliest Act of Parliament that 
ever was passed.—Mr. A. C. Boraston said that the Act, 
regarded as a protection, was a fraud.—The CHAIRMAN: It isa 
robbery on the public. No doubt something will have to be 
done.—Several members stated that ladies frequently came to 
their shops, and having bought margarine, asked that the mar- 
garine label should be taken off before tne parcel was sent home, 
—The CHAIRMAN promised to bring the matter before the Coun- 
cil of the Federation. 





Dericient Seitz Powprers.—At the Police Court, Dews 
bury, the Bench inflicted a nominal fine of 1s. and costs upon the 
Heckmondwike Co-operative Society, which was represented by 
Mr. Redfearn, secretary, for an offence under the Adulteration 
Act. It was proved that seidlitz were prrchased at the branch 
stores of the society, at Hightown, by Mr. Bridge, the inspector, 
on the 14th of September, and upon analysis they were found to 
be deficient to the extent of 18} grains. Mr. Hines (Grant, 
Hines, and Bottomley, of Bradford), who appeared for the 
makers, alleged that there was not the slightest intention either 
on behalf of the makers or the society to defraud, and said that 
they were prepared before the law was altered in regard to the 
preparation of such an article, The Chairman (Mr. F. Ellis) said 
he was of the same opinion as Mr. Hines. 
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FOOD PROSECUTIONS. 


DISEASED MEAT. 


_ At the Hull Police Court on the 8th inst., before Mr. Twiss, Mr. 
William Franks, farmer, Bewholme, was summoned for having ex- 
posed for sale in the Hull Cattle Market, on the 15th August, two 
live sheep which were unfit for human food. 

’ Mr. Spink prosecuted on behalf of the Corporation, and said that, 
on the day in question, Mr. Cook, the meat inspector, was in the 
market, in company with Sergeant Pickering, and they there found 
one sheep owned by the defendant exposed for sale ina pen. It was 
in a very emaciated and diseased condition, and totally unfit for 
human food. It was seized, and Pickering left in charge of it, whilst 
Mr. Cook went to find the owner. In the meantime Pickering found 
another sheep, also belonging to defendant, and in a diseased con- 
dition. 

John Franks, the defendant’s son, who had been subpoenaed, said 
his father, who had been suffering from paralysis for some time, 
directed him to take the sheep to market to be sold by auction. His 
father had not seen the sheep. Mr. Twiss: Where is the evidence 
that they were intended for human food? Mr. Spink: They were 
exposed for sale in the fat stock market. Mr. Twiss: For purposes 
of slaughter? Mr. Spink: Yes. Witness: I didn’t know that. 
Sergeant Pickering then deposed to a conversation with the last 
witness. Mr. Twiss said it was an unsatisfactory case, and under all 
the circumstances he would only impose the nominal penalty of 20s. 
and costs. 





In a recent lecture, given in connection with the Sanitary 
Institute and the Technical Institution Committee of the Liver- 
pool Corporation, Dr. Francis Vacher, F.R.C.S., F.C.S., in speak- 
ing of “Diseases of Animals in relation to Meat Supply, and the 
Characteristics of Vegetables, Fish, &c., unfit for Food,” pointed 
out that of the manifold duties discharged by sanitary inspec- 
tors, there were none which required more study, tact, good 
judgment, and careful training of the five senses than the inspec- 
tion of food. The health, and it might be the lives, of many 
depended on this work being conscientiously done. 


No medical officer of health has given greater attention to this 
subject than Dr. Vacher, and his remarks are entitled to the 
attention of all food inspectors. 


THE diseases of animals, which the lecturer considered should 
be regarded as rendering their carcases unfit for human food, 
were in oxen and sheep the two epizootic diseases—cattle plague 
and pleuro-pneumonia ; also anthrax, sheep-pox, consumption, 
rheumatism and the disease indicated by the presence of the 
ray fungus, ordinarily referred to as actinomycosis. In swine, 
typhoid fever, pleuro-pneumonia, anthrax, quinsy, consumption, 
and the two diseases known by the presence of parasites— 
cysticerci and trichinz. Pleuro-pneumonia was not easy to re- 
cognise the only change in the flesh being that it was somewhat 
darker in colour; and even the change in the lungs scarcely 
differed from the effect produced by pneumonia following asevere 
cold. 


Ir was sometimes difficult to get magistrates to order carcases 
affected with pleuro-pneumonia to be destroyed. It was even 
more important to keep out of the food market animals affected 
with anthrax and consumption, as both these diseases could be 
communicated from animals to man, All authorities were 
agreed as to the unfitness for food of carcases affected with 
anthrax, but there was still much discussion as to whether the 
flesh of all animals affected with tuberculosis should be held as 
unfit for food. 





At a recent meeting of the Meriden Board of Guardians the 
Inspector of Nuisances reported that he had sent 33 samples of 
food and drugs to the County Analyst (Dr. Bostock Hill) who 
had forwarded three certificates of adulteration of samples of 
mustard, and one of adulteration of pepper. No proceedings 
were ordered to be taken in the case of the mustard because the 
samples were sold as “ mixtures.” The seller of the pepper was 
ordered to be cautioned. We are quite prepared to be told, asa 
pendant to this weighty decision of the Meriden Bumbles, that 
the seller of the pepper had some relative on the board. This is 
one of the things the food inspectors cannot cope with. 





Address all communications 
Editor, Foop, Drucs anp Drinx, 
183, Stranp, Lonpon, W.C, 


PoisoneD BY Eatine Tinnep Lospster.—Joseph Cawthray, wool- 
sorter, 15, Cordingley Street, Bradford, his wife, and Mary Jane 
Whittaker, were all taken suddenly ill on Sunday evening in con- 
sequence of having eaten a small quantity of Canadian tinned lobster. 
About seven o’clock Mrs. Cawthray became ill, while in the house, 
and had to be attended to by some neighbours. About the same time 
Miss Whittaker was taken ill while at church, and was brought 
from the church to Cordingley-street. While the neighbours were 
busily engaged in attempting to relieve the sufferings of Mrs. Caw- 
thray and Miss Whittaker, Mr. Cawthray was brought home in a cab, 
he also having become ill while on a visit to his father. Dr. Munro 
and his assistant attended, and did what they could to relieve the 
pains of the suffering ones. The sufferers were visited by the Medical 
Officer of Health (Dr. Evans), in company with Dr. Munro. The 
lobster which remained uneaten, and which was subsequently handed 
over to the authorities at the Town Hall, is now in the hands of Mr. 
Rimmington, the borough analyst. The sufferers from the poisoned 
lobster are in a dangerous state. The shopkeeper who sold the 
lobster says that he had the brand in stock some six weeks, and that 
it was the best brand of Canadian lobster. 


The frequency of these poisoning cases is alarming. A few 
weeks ago a family were poisened near Bournemouth, and Dr. 
Stevenson is now examining the viscera of the unfortunate 
Lieutenant Huddleston who was poisoned by tinned sardines. 
The cases at Islington and Tipton will be fresh in the memory 
of our readers. It seems extraordinary that the packers of 
tinned goods take no trouble to discover what causes the 
dangerous poisons to develop. 


At the West Bromwich Police Court on the 7th inst.,’before the 
Stipendiary (Mr. Neville), the adjourned case of the West Brom- 
wich Corporation against Edward Lowrie, of Tettenhall, came 
up for hearing. Mr. A. Caddick (Town Clerk) prosecuted, and 
stated that the suggestion of the Court a fortnight ago had not 
been carried out. Mr. Lowrie said he was surprised to hear that 
statement, as he had disposed of the property at a great sacrifice 
on account of those proceedings against him. The property was 
sold on the condition that the purchaser carried out the work in 
accordance with the requirements of the Corporation, but delay 
had arisen in consequence of the purchaser, Mr. Titley, having 
dropped down dead at a public meeting. The Stipendiary said 
he had nothing to do with that. The order was made against 
Mr. Lowrie. The defendant argued that there was no use 
making an order against him, as he had no right to the property 
and could not carry out the work. ‘The Stipendiary returned 
that he must make an order. Mr. Lowrie: Then, with all due 
respect to your worship’s decision I shall do nothing further. 
Mr. Caddick then applied for the Medical Officer’s fee. Mr. 
Lowrie objected on the ground that the Medical Officer was a 
public servant. The Stipendiary said he did not like Mr. Caddick 
running up the costs, and he did not think he could allow the 
fee. Mr. Caddick, however, reminded the Stipendiary that he 
had made the order before, and also allowed him (the Town 
Clerk) a fee. The Stipendiary ultimately allowed the Town 
Clerk £1 1s. and 10s. 6d. for the Medical Officer. Mr. Lowrie: 
They can take what steps they like in getting the costs, I shall 
not pay them. It’s abominable, and I don’t think any law will 
compel me to pay them. 
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OUR LOOKING GLASS. - 





Tue Lancet says in its issue of November 5 :— 
“Tue Mepicat JouRNALS AND InFamous Conpuct.” 

‘The Food, Drugs and Drink Journal, while approving our protest 

against those who lend themselves to medical aid associations on 


undignified and ruinous terms, complains that we have no censure | 


for men of eminence in the profession, who are always ready to give 
testimonials for ‘anybody’s soap, cocoa, mustard,’ and every 
rubbishy, much-advertised article. We are not prepared to. admit 
this charge. Let our contemporary give instances with details more 
carefully, and we shall not fail to say what we think. We are quite 
of opinion that there is too much readiness to write testimonials that 
greatly mislead the public, and that the evil needs strong treat- 
ment.” : 

When we have finished with Somerset House we will give 
some of the “ testimonial gang ” our thorough consideration, and 
are very glad to learn from our contemporary that it not only 
recognises the evil, but agrees with us in our view that it is one 
that “needs strong treatment.” 


British Medical Journal, November 5th, 1892. 

‘¢ PRESERVATIVES IN Foon.” 

“ A new weekly paper—Food, Drugs, and Drink—is doing excellent 
work in bringing the evils of adulteration before the public at large, 
and in calling general attention to the pressing necessity for altera- 
tions and extensions of the existing laws on the subject. We are 
glad to see that the question of food ‘ preservatives,’ which we have 
often dealt with in these columns—in reference to individual articles 
analysed and reported upon, as well as in discussing the general 
subject—is being taken up vigorously by the paper referred to, and 
in a manner that can be ‘ understanded of the people.’ It is pointed 
out that dealers, for the sake of profit, make purchases when prices 
are low, and by the aid of chemicals make their provisions keep, with 
perfect indifference as to whether the proceeding is detrimental to 
the public or not. 
the unacknowledged use of these preservative agents, notably of 
boric acid and borax in milk, cream, and butter, and in various meat 
‘extracts’ intended for the use of invalids. Facts which have been 
from time to time reported by the public analysts, but to which too 
little general attention has been given, are collated in a terse and 
telling way by the editor of the new food paper. ‘ Milk, the food of 
the young is physicked with boric acid, cream is sold all over the 
metropolis in jars—which are kept in the shops for many days— 
kept sweet also by boric acid. . . Bacon: is cured with borax 
and boric acid, sausages are pickled with it. Meat is steeped in a 
solution of bisulphite of lime. Fish is brought from abroad satu- 
rated with borax. Wine, badly made and ill fermented, is kept by 
addition of salicylic acid. Malt beverages almost invariably con- 
tain bisulphite of lime or other chemicals. In fact, from early 
breakfast to late supper the consumer is dosed by the tradesman 
with medicinal substances which should be administered only upon 
the prescription of a medical man.’ 

“The serious results that are likely to be produced by an exten- 
sive use of chemical preservatives in food ought, indeed, to be 
sufficiently obvious. Strangely enough, although in earlier days 
England led the way in matters relating to adulteration, many 
foreign States are now far ahead of us. In France, Germany, 
Holland, Italy, and Spain there has been legislation on this matter 
of preservatives, the use of which has been in the result absolutely 
forbidden. So long as we lag behind, the accusation that the 
English Legislature have never been in real earnest about the sup- 
pression of these nefarious practices will have ample justification.” 


The Bristol Mercury, October 24 :— 

“ Food, Drugs, and Drink, a public analytical journal, does great 
service to the community by dealing vigorously and boldly with 
topics which otherwise would not receive adequate attention from 
the press.” 


We have frequently had occasion to condemn — 





PUBLIC HEALTH NOTES. 





Tue first of a series of lectures arranged for by the Idle 
Local Board, acting in concert with the West Riding County 
Council and the authorities of the Yorkshire College, was 
delivered in the Thorpe Board School, Idle, on Monday evening, 
by Mr. W. Spinks, Assoc. Mem. I.C.E. The lectures are designed 
to extend a knowledge of the laws of sanitation, and it was grati- 
fying to find that there was a very good audience. Mr. W. H. 
Vint, chairman of the Idle Local Board, presided, and the audi- 
ence included several members of the Local Board. The/ecturer 
traced the progress made in sanitary science during the present 
century, and showed how a bad arrangement of drain pipes with 
bad workmanship might lead to noxious gases being inhaled in 
buildings to the danger of the health of the occupiers. He 
assured his hearers that the medical officer and the sanitary in- 
spector, who were often looked upon as enemies, were really 
their best friends. In future lectures Mr. Spinks will describe 
how the defects spoken of can be remedied. 





At West London Police Court on the 5th inst., some sum- 
monses under the Public Health Act were heard at the instance 
of the Fulham Vestry for the purpose of obtaining orders to 
close houses which were declared to be unhealthy and unfit for 
habitation. In the case against Mrs. Leighton, in respect of 2 
and 3, Garden-cottages, Dr. Cooney, the medical officer of health, 
said the houses were incurably damp, old, and decayed. Nothing 
short of closing them would do any earthly good. The Magis- 
trate: Does Mrs. Leighton live in one of the houses? , Mr. 
Cooney : No, sir; she lives at Clerkenwell, and lets the houses 
for profit. The Magistrate: Oh, a long way off; at a safe 
distance, (Laughter.) The defendant’s daughter, who attended, 
said the houses were not so bad as they were represented. The 
Magistrate: Would you like to live in one? The Daughter: 
No; we can’t live there. We live at Clerkenwell. The Magis- 
trate: That’s it; they say no one else can live there either. An 
order was made to close the houses whithin four weeks, the 
alternative being a fine of £5. The costs were 4s. in each case. 

Av Penge on the 25th ult., Norman Penfold, 16, Minden 
Road, Penge, was summoned in respect of two blocks of houses 
in St. Hugh’s Road, Anerley, those premises being in such a state 
as to be a nuisance, injurious or dangerous to health. Two 
blocks comprised 18 houses, 12 of which were occupied, and the 
remainder unoccupied. He had been reminded that since the 
notice was served the defendant had let one of the houses. 

John Robert Shelton, Inspector of Nuisances to the Lewisham 
Board of Works, stated that the defendant cwned other houses 
in the same road. Since the serving of the notices he had no 
communication from the defendant. He first inspected the pre- 
mises on the 28th September. The interior of the dwellings 
were in a very dilapidated and dirty condition. There was abso- 
lutely no water supply to the closets, and the cisterns of the 
houses were uncovered. He believed the houses were let at 5s. 
per week. The Chairman, in giving the decision of the Bench, 
said that there was no excuse whatever. An order would be 
made for the houses to be closed, and defendant would be fined 
20s. and 8s. costs in respect of each block of houses. 


At the meeting of the Cardiff Health Committee on the 25th ult. 
Mr. Vaughan, Sanitary Inspector, in reply to the Chairman 
stated that no appeal had been taken by the defendant who was 
recently convicted in Cardiff for selling adulterated mustard. 


Awarded a Silver Medal at the International Health Exhibition, 1884. 
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Used largely by the CITY OF LONDON for deodorising the wood pavements, market purposes, etc. ; also by the LONDON 
COUNTY COUNCIL, Hornsey, Beckenham Grantham, Doncaster and other Local Boards, Hospitals, Railways, etc. 
i No household should be without them, as they destroy not merely mask bad smells. 
The Medical Officer of Health and Public Analyst for the City of London (Dr. SEDGWICK SAUNDERS, 
F.I.C., F.C.S., F.S.A., etc.), in an official report to the Commissioners of Sewers as far back as 1889, states as follows :—‘‘ During 
the past summer months I have found ‘Tuson’s Distyrectinc Fuium’ extremely valuable for watering the public roadways, for which 


purpose a 2 or 3 per cent. solution may be used.”’ 

C.B., F.R.S., Principal Medical Officer of H.M. Local Government Board, in his 
Memorandum of August 26th, 1892, on HPIDE MIC DISEASE, advises the use of 
PERCHLORIDE OF MERCURY and SULPHUROUS ACID. 


| N.B.—Tuson’s Disinfectants contain these two substances in large quantities and various forms. 


Order of your Local Chemist, and if not obtainable apply for Pamphlet and full particulars 


At the Company’s Works, 
New Charlton, Kent, or the 


City Offices: 136-7 Palmerston Buildings, Old Broad Street, E.C. 
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| A MANUAL OF PHYSIOLOGY, 


For the Use of J’ unior Students of Medicine. 
By GERALD. F. YEO, M. i. 


Second Edition, with 318 Huapewvings, crown thy 14s, 
. « The purely physiological part is thoroughly worked up to the knowledge of the present day.”—The Lancet. 


- "This excellent manual. . 


F.R.S. 


wy ‘i ha ray — is for its size by far the’ best, and any student who makes himself master of its contents may present himself for examination with serenity. —London 
edical Recor i 


TOMES’ MANUAL OF 


DENTAL ANATOMY, HUMAN 


AND COMPARATIVE. 


Third Edition, with 212 Engravings, crown 8yo 12s. 6d, 


‘TOMES 


MANUAL OF DENTAL 


SURGERY. 


geeky Ui t Third Edition, with 292 Engravings, crown 8vo, 15s. 


BENTLEY’ S MANUAL OF BOTANY ; 


Including the Structure, Classification; 


Properties, 


Uses and Functions of Plante. 


Fifth Edition, with 1,178 Engravings, crown 8vo, 15s. 


SURGICAL PATHOLOGY AND MORBID ANATOMY. 


By ANTHONY A. BOWLBY, F.RB.C.S, 


Assistant Surgeon to, and Demonstrator of Surgical Pathology at, St. Bartholomew's Hospital. 
Second Edition, with 158 Illustrations, feap. 8vo, 9s 


COOLEY’S CYCLOPEHDIA OF PRACTICAL RECEIPTS. 


And Collateral Information in the Arts, Manufactures, Professions and Trades, including Medicine, Pharmacy, 
Hygiene and Domestic Economy. 


Edited by W. 


NORTH, M.A.Camb., F.C.S., assisted by several scientific contributors. 


Seventh Edition, much Enlarged, with 871 Engravings, 2 vols., royal 8vo, £2 2s. 


dyads eben tia MEDICA POLYGLOTTA; a Con- 


cise International Dictionary of Medical Terms (French, Latin, English, Ger- 
man, Italian, Spanish and Russian). By THEODORE MAXWELL, M.D., B.Sc., 


Royal 8vo, 16s. 


—Latin Latin—English—French 
—English English—¥rench 
F h —German German—English—French 
rencn.. __Ttalian ltalian—English—French 
—Spanish Spanis Wiirxiarirent ® 
— Russian 


fe Will be found exceedingly useful.’"—The Lance 
“a veritable mine of wealth.”—Dublin Journal e Medical Sciences. 


ANDMARKS, MEDICAL AND SURGICAL. By 


LUTHER HOLDEN, consulting surgeon to St. Bartholomew’s and the 


fog. tne Hospitals. ‘Fourth Edition, 8vo, 3s, 6d. 


By the same author, 


UMAN OSTEOLOGY : comprising a Description of 


the Bones, with Delineations of ‘ne Attachments of the Muscles, the General 
and Microscopic Structure of Bone and its Development. Edited by CHARLES 
STEWART, Conservator of the Museum, R.C.S.; and R. W. REID, M.D., F.R.C.S., 
Professor of Anatomy in the University of Aberdeen. 
Lithographic Plates and 75 Wood Engravings, 8vo, 16s. 


AYNE’S MEDICAL VOCABULARY : being an Ex- 


planation of all Terms and Phrases used in the various Departments of 
Medical Science and Practice, giving their derivation, meaning. application, and 
pronounciation. Revised and Enlarged by W. W. WAGSTAFFH, B.A., F.R.C.S, 
Sixth Edition, crown 8vo, 10s. 6d. 
Edited by THOMAS STEVENSON, M.D., F.R.O.P., Lecturer on Chemistry and 
Medical Jurisprudence at Guy’s Hospital ; Official Analyst to the Home Office. 


MAYLOR’S PRINCIPLES AND PRACTICE OF 


MEDICAL JURISPRUDENCE, Third Edition, with 188 Engravings, 2 vols., 


8yvo, £1 11s. 6d. 
MANUAL. OF MEDICAL JURISPRU- 


Seventh Edition, with 59 


AYLOR’S 


DENCE. Twelfth Edition, with 56 Engravings, crown 8vo, 14s. 





HE STUDENT’S GUIDE TO DISKASES OF 


CHILDREN. By J. F. GOODHART, M.D., F.B.C.P., Physician to Guy's. 
Hospital. Fourth Edition, feap. 8vo, 10. 6d. 


ANITARY EXAMINATIONS OF WATER, AIR, 


AND FOOD ; a Vade-Mecum for the Medical Officer of Health. By COR- 
NELIUS B. FOX, M.D., F.R.C.P, Second Edition, much enlarged, crown 8vo. 
with 110 Engravings, 12s. "6d. 


LINICAL LECTURES ON MENTAL DISEASES. 
By T. S. CLOUSTON, M.D, and F.R.C.P.E., Physician Superintendent of the 
Royal Edinburgh Asylum for the Insane. Third Edition, with 13 Plates, crown 8vo, 
Ss, 
A MANUAL OF MIDWIFERY, ineluding all that is 
likely ‘to be required by Students and Practitioners. By ALFRED L. 


GALABIN, M.D., F.R.C.P., Obstetric Physician to Guy's Hospital ; Examiner in 


Obstetric Medicine to the Univernities of Cambridge and London. Second vig 
with 249 Engravings, crown 8vo, 16s. 


eA STUDENT’S GUIDE TO DISEASES OF THE 
EYE. By EDWARD NETTLESHIP, F.R.C.S., Ophthalmic Surgeon to St, 
Thomas’s Hospital ; Surgeon to the Royal London ‘Ophthalmic Hospital. Fifth 


Edition; with 164 Woodcuts, and a Coloured Plate illustrating Colour-Blindness, 
feap. 8vo, 7s. 6d. 


BSTETRIC APHORISMS, for the use of Students 


commencing Midwifery Practice. By JOSEPH G. SWAYNE, M.D., Lec- 
turer on Midwifery at the Bristol School of Medicine. Ninth Edition, fcap. 8vo, 
with Engravings, 3s, 6d. 


EREIRA’S SELECTA E PRESCRIPTIS, for the 


use of Medical and Pharmaceutical Students. Edited by JOSEPH INOEK, 
F.C.8., F.L.8. Highteenth Edition, 24mo, 5s. 


London :—J. & A. CHURCHILL, 11, New Burlington Street. 





GOLD MEDAL, LONDON, 1885. 
GOLD MEDAL, BRUSSELS EXUIBITION, 1888. 
DIPLOMA OF HONOUR (Gighest Award), FOOD EXHIBITION, 


MEREDITH & DREW 


HIGH-CLASS BISCUITS X CAKES, 


ESPECIALLY ADAPTED FOR LICENSED VICTUALLERS, 
HOTEL PROPRIETORS & REFRESHMENT CONTRACTORS. 


Their various manufactures are made from the finest material, and 
manipulated by machinery of the highest order. 


Vans To ALL Parts Datny. 


Office and Works:—SHADWELL, E. 


| PRICE LISTS ON APPLICATION. 


Printed for the Proprietors and Published by Atrrep 
183, Strand, London, W.C. 





-VEUYE MMONNIER CHAMPAGNE. 


. SPECIAL CUVEE VINTAGE, 1884. 


NO FINER CAN BE HAD AT ANY PRICE. 
To be had of all Wine Merchants. 


VEUVE MONNIER ET SES FILS, 


RUE DU COMMERCE, EPERNAY. 


Lonpon OFFICES: 


9, GREAT TOWER STREET, E.C. 


Parsons, for the Foop, Drugs, AnD Drink NewsparER Company, at their Office, 
All communications to be addressed to the Editor. 
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ENTERED AT STATIONERS’ HALL. 
PRICE ONE PENNY 


Crosse & Blackwell's 
PICKLES, SAUCES, MALT VINEGAR, 


JAMS, SOUPS & POTTED MEATS 


MAY BE OBTAINED FROM ALL GROCERS THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. 


CROSSE & BLACKWELL, LIMITED, SOHO SQUARE, LONDON. 


CHAMPIONS MUSTARD 


IS NOT ADULTERATED. 


= sMILKMAID 
ey >ConpENSED MILK 
é ) Largest Sale in the World. 
‘AA , The Original and the Best. 
“iw” ~~ Contains the Most Cream. 
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CHAMPION’S VINEGAR 


fee ABOOLUTELY PURE. 
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CRUEL CHEAPNESS 


Surely these words apply to the low-priced Baking Powders sold, containing in some instances a quarter of their bulk ALUM. Persons 
eating food containing it are SERIOUSLY INJURED, and children taking it day by day suffer from indigestion in its worst form. 


CRUEL CHEAPNESS— 


because the persons using it have no idea of hurtful effects. 


FREEMAN'S BAKING & EGG POWDER 


Contains NO ALUM or any injurious ingredient, and has had a sale all over the kingdom for twenty-two years. 
Ten Analytical Chemists testify to its strength and parity. PROPRIETORS’ guarantee on each BOX. 


i=~ Sold by every London Wholesale House at List Prices. Lists on application. 


FREEMAN & HILDYARD, LONDON, S.E. 


Liverpool Branch—60, Stanley Street. Birmingham Branch—47, Soho Hill. 


KINGSFORD'’S 


HAMAMELIS 


MEDICATED. PAPER 


FOR THE W.C. 


Is absolutely pure and free from chemicals. 
Is very strong, yet beautifully soft. 
Disintegrates readily, and does not choke the waste pipe. 











Is impregnated with Hamamenis Vireinica, and is 
therefore Antiseptic and slightly Astringent. 
Is cheaper and better than any other Medicated Paper. 





SAMPLE PACKETS TO PROFESSION, 1s. POST FREE. 
KINGSFORD & CO., 54, Piccadilly, LONDON, W. 


WHISKY FOR THE GOUTY AND DIABETIC. 


FINEST OLD SCOTCH 


CAV RK N D | S H (16 YEARS OLD) 
(SPECIAL DIETETIC) WH ] S KY. 


BONDED AND BOTTLED BY 


CAVENDISH, EDENBOROUGH & CO., 4, CULLUM STREET, LONDON, E.C. 





A Blend of the finest Matured Whiskies, containing no sugar or fusel oil, with the highest 
percentage of the aromatic ethers produced by age. 


This has been specially selected, on the suggestion of Medical Men, to meet the demand 
for a Whisky which can be safely indulged in by sufferers from Gout, Rheumatism, Diabetes, or 
Dyspepsia. 


Price 54/- per Dozen net Cash. 
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SOMERSET HOUSE FOOD REFEREES AS 
TRADE ANALYSTS. 


ASTOUNDING ANALYSIS OF BOVRIL. 





Tue further we prebe into the Somerset House sore the worse 
we discover it to be. In our issue of November 5th we called 
attention to the fact that Messrs. Bannister and Lewin— 
Somerset House chemists and referees under the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Act—were themselves engaged in the sale of Food 
and Drugs, the one as chairman, the other as analyst to the Civil 
Service Supply Association, Limited. We have now to place 
before our readers a case even worse than any before instanced. 

In medical journals the following testimonial is largely 
circulated. We quote it in full :— 


“Copy of Analysis of Bovyril. 
‘«« By William Harkness, Esq., F.1.C., F.C.8., F.R.M.S., &c., 


London. 
‘* Bovril in pot. 
Moisture .. 1 «« 33°48 
Mineral or bone food 15°41 


Fibrin and meat extract, or meat food 36:21) Nitrogenous or flesh- 
Albumen oreggfood .. . rc 6-33} forming food. 
Carbonaceous or heat-giving food 8°57 

‘‘T consider bovril to be a most valuable preparation, containing, 
as it does, a concentrated extract of beef, with the solid beef itself 
in a form more easily digested. 

“ From a medical point of view it is far superior to home-made 
‘beef tea, which, although generally supposed to contain much 
nourishment, shows, on analysis, a low percentage of nitrogenous 
or flesh-forming compounds, but a very high percentage of innutri- 
tious gelatine, produced by the heat in the preparation of the beet 
tea. In the manufacture of Bovril the gelatine is to a very great 
extent eliminated, the basis of Bovril being extract of beef obtained 
by the cold process. 

‘¢ For invalids and persons in delicate health it is all that could be 
desired, being a perfect food, readily digested and assimilated. 

. (Signed) Wma. Harxnzss, F.I.C., F.C.S., F.R.M.S., &e. 

‘London, April 21, 1891.” 


We must express our surprise that a chemist should venture 
to launch medical opinions, or give advice to “persons in 
delicate health” and to “invalids.” Such matters should be 
left to properly qualified medical men. We object to medical 
men dabbling in chemistry; we object no less to chemists 
meddling and interfering in the legitimate province of the doctor. 

When we state that Mr. Wm. Harkness, the many lettered, is 
a Somerset House chemist and one of the staff working under 
Dr. Bell, F.RS., the old-fashioned and unscientific tone of the 
certificate will be understood, but we cannot conceive how a 
Government chemist—one of the Referees under the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act—can venture to give a flaming testimonial 
to the Bovril Company, or in fact in favour of any food prepara- 
tion whatsoever. By so doing he becomes practically the 
employé of the vendors of such articles of food. Mr. Hark- 
ness, however, only follows the example set him by Messrs. 
Bannister and Lewin. 
jaterest, we must direct attention is this—that the certificate 
ignores the presence of a very important constituent of Bovril. 
BRovril ts largely admived with borated preservative. Froma single 
drop of Bovril the skilled chemist can have no difficulty in obtaining 
reactions of boracic acid a dozen times over. 








But the point to which, in the public | 
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We have before us the results of three separate analyses made 
by well-known public analysts from samples purchased in different 
places—all of which attest the presence of the borated preserva- 
tive. 


There is not one word of mention of this in the testimonial 
given by Mr. Harkness, but there is the assertion very 
prominently made that “For invalids and persons in delicate 
health,” Bovril “ is all that could be desired, being a perfect food.” 
This is astounding and inexplicable unless it be the case that 
the sample submitted to Mr. Harkness was of a different nature 
to those now vended to the public; which, considering the 
reputation of the Bovril Company, is an unlikely supposition. 
This misleading analysis has been circulated throughout the 
civilised world, and medical men everywhere would naturally, see- 
ing a name with so many letters appended to it, regard the 
analysis as reliable, and accept it without query. It conceals, 
however, the presence of substances of which The British Medical 
Journal in its issue of November 5th says :— 


‘* We have frequently had occasion to condemn the unacknow- 
ledged use of these preservative agents, notably of boric acid and 
borax in milk, cream, and butter, and in various meat ‘ extracts’ 
intended for the use of invalids.” 


‘¢The serious results that are likely to be produced by an extensive 
use of chemical preservatives in food ought, indeed, to be sufficiently 
obvious. Strangely enough, although in earlier days England led 
the way in matters relating to adulteration, many foreign States are 
now far ahead of us. In France, Germany, Holland, Italy, and 
Spain there has been legislation on this matter of preservatives, the 
use of which has been in the result absolutely forbidden. So long 
as we lag behind, the accusation that the English Legislature have 
never been in real earnest about the suppression of these nefarious 
practices will have ample justification.” 


Public analysts have also, upon numerous occasions, condemned 
the use of preservatives in food. One public analyst—Mr. 
Charles E. Cassal—in his annual report to the Vestry of St. 
George, Hanover-square, June 1891, says:—‘‘An eminent 
authority who was consulted in reference to the matter (borated 
preservatives in food) refers to the tendency of these substances 
to set up diarrhoea, a disease very prevalent in hot weather.” Mr. 
Cassal quotes the experiments of Dr. J. Forster, which he states 
“would go to show that the addition of boracic acid to articles 
of food in far smaller proportions than customary is injurious to 
health.” Dr. Forster considers “ that even small doses of it are 
injurious to the digestive organs.” This injurious action, he 
says, “‘ depends on the circumstance that the drug acts so as to 
materially increase the proportion of solid matters and nitrogen 
in the feeces separated. Its action on the intestinal canal is well 
marked, even by the exhibition of as little as 4 grains per diem, 
and is stated to be in direct relation to the quantity taken, and 
to be maintained for some time after the doses of the drug have 
ceased. The action described is perceptible, not only with 
vegetable foods, which contain a large proportion of indigestible 
ingredients, but also when highly digestible foods, such as milk 
and eggs, are taken. Food to which the drug has been added 
tends to cause an increase in the secretion of gall during assimi- 
lation. One of its most ‘important actions, however, according 
to this author, is the increase which it causes in the discharge of 
albuminous substances from the intestinal canal.” Yet we have 
Mr. Wm. Harkness, Somerset House chemist and referee under 
the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, not only undertaking analyses 
for a private trading firm—which we submit is utterly incom- 
patible with his position as a public official—but going even 
farther, and taking upon himself the véle of medical man, and 
recommending “ For invalids and persons in delicate health” a 
preparation containing substances thus gravely indicted by the 
journal of the British Medical Association, as well as by 
eminent scientists the world over, and the use of which in food 
preparations has been absolutely forbidden in France, Holland, 
Germany, Italy and Spain. Could folly further goP We have 
here the very case against the occurrence of which we warned 
the shop-keeping analysts of Somerset House. We have over 
and over again supported the attitude of the British Medical 
Journal, and of the many public analysts who have pointed 
out that the addition of any chemical whatever in the 
form of a preservative must be looked upon as an adultera- 
tion and as a deception of the purchaser. But here we have one 
of the Referees under the Food Act giving a testimonial in 
favour of an article, which may at any time be condemned by 
any public analyst as adulterated, and which, consequently 
might and would, naturally come before Mr. Harkness and his 
superiors. Looking upon the matter in the most favourable 
light, and granting that possibly something may be said in miti- 
gation of the use of preservatives, and that the Bovril Company 
acted in all good faith, and, relying upon their analyst’s certificate, 
may not even be aware of the presence of the substances in 
question—in which event, the Bovril Company being the victims 
of such an analysis, are entitled to every sympathy, as we believe 
they have honestly endeavoured to ensure that their preparation 
should be fcea from any ingredients of a deleterious or 
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questionable character, and, probably, have themselves neither 
added the preservatives, nor, as we have said, been aware of their 
addition—the referees under the Food Act have clearly not 
the right to prejudge the question or to allow articles 
of food to go out to the world with eloquent recommendations _ 
from themselves, when they know, or ought t> know, if they 
analysed the articles, that they contain a substance, or sub- 
stances, which many of the most prominent analysts declare 
ought to be classed as adulterants. If Mr. Harkness was not 
able to detect the preservative in Bovril, what must we think 
of his competence as a Referee? If the public will tolerate 
such a state of things they had better ask for the repeal 
of the anti-adulteration laws altogether. Can it be con- 
ceived that officers of the Crown of any other country in the 
world would be allowed to act, as we to-day once more show, the 
officers of the chemical department at Somerset House are acting ? 
Is it to be tolerated, that while intelligently advised foreign 
Governments are legislating against the use of preservatives, the 
advisers of the British Government, in face of such evidence, 
should recommend borated foods, as all that could be desired 
“for invalids” and “ persons in delicate health?” There is but 
one remedy for the present scandalous state of things, and that 
is the abolition of Somerset House as the Court of Appeal in 
adulteration cases, and the substitution of a more competent, a 
less biassed, and a more just Court of Reference. We have 
shown the incompetence of the head of the chemical 





department as regards milk and butter; we have shown 
that the deputy principal and one of his subordinates are, con- 
trary to the provisions of the Sale of Foods and Drugs Act, 
' engaged in the sale of articles of food and drink ; we have 
further shown that a fourth chemist of the Somerset House staff 
gives a testimonial which is altogether incompatible with his 
position as protector of the public. We do not propose to stoop 
still further in this investigation of a system, in favour of 
which not one word can be said. But in order to show the 
urgent need of a change, we will give in future numbers, the 
recorded opinions of eminent Public Analysts of the mischievous 
activity of the Somerset House chemists, ere we proceed 
to lay before our readers the remedies we would suggest 
for the intolerable sore. The matter cannot be dealt with by 
gloved hands, or by mincing phrases—it needs vigorous 
surgical operations. We have not one particle of personal 
feeling against anyone of the public servants to whose actions 
we have called attention, but from our own markets our English 
products, such as butter, lard, etc., ave being driven, not as some 
think by *‘ Free Trade,” but by ‘Free Fraud” blindly con- 
nived at by a Government department that receives England’s 
money for its services, and should protect the interests of England’s 
people. In their thousands English labourers, hopeless, home- 
less, and starving flock to our towns to swell the ranks of the 
unemployed. English agriculture has been—by “Free Fraud” 
well-nigh ruined ; but—Denmark, Sweden, Holland, and France 
—every foreign country—send us more food stuffs every year. 
Our duty, therefore, is a plain one. We may hurt the feelings 
of some estimable and well-meaning persons in doing it, but the 
health of England’s' people and the interests of England’s com- 
merce, demand that it should be fearlessly and thoroughly per- 
formed. 





It is not a task we have willingly taken up, and we can 
honestly say that we have set down nought in malice as we have 
nought extenuated. We have plainly stated, in the public 
interest, the truth and nothing but the truth. From an ex- 
haustive examination of the food question from as many points 
of view as we could consider and study it, we were forced to the 
conclusion that a pure food supply is not possible so long as the 
present Somerset House system lasts. We would be untrue to 
the principles which the first issue of our journal proclaimed, 
and we would be acting dishonestly to the public and to our 
country, hal we in the light of the facts instanced done other 
than have given them to the public, to the end that a systom 
better for the public end for the country may be organised. 
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ANOTHER Opsect Lesson FoR ouR Datry FARMERS. 


THE first consignment of this season’s Australian butter ar- 
rived in England last week in the Austral. The butter is of 
very fine quality, and being a grass butter from the early spring 
herbage ot the Australian pastures is especially sweet in flavour. 
This Australian butter is not frozen as is the case with meat 
from the colonies, but is kept in a specially cool chamber, so 
regulated as always to remain a few degrees above freezing 
point. For the next five months nearly 200 tons per week of 
Australian and New Zealand butter will arrive in this country. 
la view of this activity of our Australian kith and kin we 
wonder what steps the English farmers are taking to meet the 
competition which is threatening to throttle what remains of 
English agricultural prosperity. 





ANOTHER MUSTARD PROSECUTION. 





THE SUMMONS DISMISSED. 


Ar the Bristol Police Court, on the 16th inst., a case was heard in. 
which Mr. Charles Barrell, of the firm of Messrs. Lock and Barrell, 
grocers, of 74, Alma Road, Clifton, was summoned on tha information 
of Inspector Johnson, which alleged that he unlawfully sold, on 
September 27, half a pound of mustard, which was adulterated with 
10 per cent. of wheat flour and tumoric and was not of the nature, 
substance, and quality of the article demanded by the purchaser. 
The case was heard before Sir Charles Wathen and Mr. O. Hosegood.- 
Mr. Holman Gregory, solicitor to the Bristol and District Grocers’ 
Association, appeared for the association and the defendant; and 
Me. L. Tillett, of Norwich, represented Messrs. J. and J. Colman, 
the manufactures of the mustard. 

Inspector Johnson said that on September 27, he visited defen- 
dant’s shop in company with P.C. 46 C, and asked defendant for half a. 
pound of mustard. Defendant said, ‘‘I have only got it in tins,” and 
he asked if witness would have it out of atin. Witness replied that 
he did not care whether it was out of atin or in bulk. Thereupon 
the defendant went to the other end of the shop, near a window, and 
brought down a tin, opened it, and weighed out the mustard. After 
this witness paid 9d. for the mustard, and on the completion of the 
purchase he told defendant he was an inspector appointed under the 
Food and Drugs Act, and that he had bought the mustard for the 
purpose of submitting it to the public analyst to be analysed. He 
divided the mustard into three parts, each of which ha sealed ; and 
he let the defendant have one, whilst another was forwarded to the 
public analyst, whose certificate he put in. 

Sir Charles Wathen: It says it contains not less than 10 per cent. 
of wheat flour and turmeric. . a 

Inspector Johnson added that whilst the parcel of mustard was 
being sealed the defendant said ‘‘ I hope it is all right, for I bought 
it as pure.” 

Cross-examined by Mr. Tillett: He had purchased mustard on 
previous occasions for analysis. He know that if some articles were 
sold with a label ov, the vendor was exonerated. 

Was it done in this case?—I only saw the tin at a distance; it 
never came into my possession. 

At what distance ?—About a yard or so across the counter. 

Have you ever seen Messrs. Colmans’ mustard tins before ?—I have 
seen them in the windows, but never had one in my hands before. 

Have you stopped at shop windows to examine them ?—Oceasion- 
ally. 

Do you know the practice for mixing certain articles—cocoa, for 
instance; is it all cocoa, or is other material mixed with it ?—I can- 
not tell you. ; : 

Do you know the practice of mixing any other articles ?—Chicory 
is mixed with coffee, but when supplied to customers, as a rule, this. 
is printed on the labels. : 

Are you aware of a similar practice with regard to mustard ?—No, 
I did not know what turmeric was until lately. 

If you went to a shop and asked for coffee and the vendor gave 
you coffee and chicory, or something with a label on it that it was. 
a mixture, would you prosecute the man ?—That would not be for me 
to settle. 

Well, would you think it an offence ?—It would not be the article 
demanded by me. 

But would the notice protect the man in that case ? 

The Clerk (Mr. Braithwaite): It isa question of law. 

Sir Charles Wathen: He says he asked for mustard. 

Mr. Tillett: We say the article supplied him was mustard, and no 
offence was committed, and secondly we say it was sold with a label 


on. 

Sir Charles Wathen: He says he paid for the mustard and it was: 
wrapped in a plain piece of paper. 

P.C. Kennison, 46 C, gave corroborative testimony. 

Cross-examined: Mr. Johnson asked for pepper before he did for 
mustard. The defendant did not offer the inspector a tin after he 
had bought the mustard. There was no conversation about the tin. 
Mr. Johnson did not say he would leave the tin for the benefit of the 
firm. 

By the Clerk: Was not near enough to the tin to read what was 
on it. 

The Chairman read an inscription on one of the narrower sides of 
the tin, and saidif the tin were upright, with either of the larger 
faces expose, how could that inscription be seen or read? This was 
the case for the prosecution. 

Mr. Tillett said the real defendants were Messrs. J. and J. Col- 
man, who had undertaken the sole defence. hey were the largest 
manufacturers of mustard in England, they were manufacturers to 
the Queen, to the Prince of Wales, and most of the Courts of Europe, 
and they had obtained the highest prize medals for their mustard. 
They employed at Norwich 2,000 hands. Mr. Colman was the senior 
member for Norwich, and one of the junior partners was High 
Sheriff this year. They were charged uuder section 6 of the Food 
and Drugs Act, which said ‘‘ No person shall sell to the prejudice of 
the purchaser any article of food or any drug which is not of the 
value, substance, and quality of the article demanded by such pur- 
chaser.” But sub-section I of section 6 added the proviso that no 
offence should be deemed to ba committed where any matter or in- 
gredieat not iujurious to health has been added to the food or drug 
because the same is required for the production or preparation there- 
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‘of as an article of commerce in a state fit for carriage or consump- 
tion, and not fraudulently to increase the bulk, weight, or measure of 
the food or drug, or conceal the inferior quality thereof. Section 8 
of the Act provided that no person shall be guilty of any offence 
such as aforesaid in respect of the sale of an article of food or drug 
mixed with any matter or ingredient not injurious to health, and not 
intended to increase its bulk, weight, or measure, or conceal its in- 
ferior quality, if at the time of delivering such article or drug he 
shall supply to the person receiving the same a notice by label dis- 
tinctly and legibly written or printed on or with the article or drug to 
the effect that the same is mixed. His witnesses would prove that 
the tin was sold to the inspector, and that he paid for it, but that 
after the payment, at his own request, it was opened, and the con- 
tents weighed and handed to him. He contended that, in the first 
pl»ce, no offence had been committed under section 6; and second, 
that no offence was committed under section 8, because the article 
was sold in a tin that was labelled. 


e The Clerk (Mr. Braithwaite) said section 8 was a protecting 
clause. 

- The Chairman said if the tin were sold under that section there 
would be no offence. On the tin it was distinctly stated that it was 
-@ mixture of pure mustard with farina and choice condiments. 

Mr. Tillett said his contention was that no offence had been com- 
mitted under section 6, and, secondly, if the court was against him 
on that point, then the firm were protected by section 8. There 
were two kinds of mustard—genuine mustard and the mustard of 
scommerce—condiment mustard. 

The Chairman: I never heard of that. (Laughter.) 

Mr, Tillett said he should show that condiment mustard was 
almost invariably used by the British public. 

The Chairman: Condiment mustard is not ‘mustard on your own 
showing. 

Mr. Tillett: Yes it is. He had present some of the principal 
retail grocers of Bristol, and they would establish to the undoubted 
satisfaction of the court that when a customer asked for mustard 
condiment mustard was supplied ; and a very infinitesimal portion of 
genuine mustard was ever used for food. 

The Clerk: The question is, what did the inspector get ? 

Mr. Tillett said he should show by many authorities that mustard 
was the flour of white and brown mustard seed mixed with flour, 

The Chairman remarked the inspector asked for half-a-pound of 
mustard, and he was given something which, by the certificate of the 
analyst, was not the article which the man bought and paid for. No 
one suspected Messrs. Colman’s respectability, but if the inspector 
asked for mustard he ought to have mustard. The article was 
adulterated with something different to what the man asked for to 
the extent of 10 per cent. Was not that a prejudice to the 
purchaser? Let them settle that. 

Mr. Tillett said the inspector was supplied with what was pro- 
bably known as mustard. He contended that the purchaser was not 
prejudiced. Wheaten flour was added to ground mustard seed to 
reduce its strength. 

The Chairman: Supposing a man wants it for a poultice. 

Mr. Tillett : I have one of the medical men who had on a poultice 
himself, and he says he never had a more severe one on. (Laughter.) 

The Chairman suggested that it would be better to call witnesses 
to refute the evidence of the constable. 


Mr. Tillett said he would do that, and reserve his further remarks. 


Mr. Charles Barrell, of the firm of Lock and Barrell, the Supply 
Stores, Alma-road, Clifton, said Inspector Johnson came into the 
shop and asked for half-a-pound of pepper, and witness put a weight 
in the scale preparatory to weighing it, but he found he had not that 
quantity but he had a quarter of a pound, and the officer said that 
would not be sufficient. Mr. Johnson then asked for a half-a-pound 
of mustard. Witness went to get a half-pound tin, and the officer 
said he wanted it in bulk. Witness said he did not quite know what 
he meant, but he would show him a 4lb tin of mustard. W.tness did 
not use the word pure. Mr. Johnson said he did not want four 
pounds but only half-a-pound. Witness said they did not open the 
4lb tins as they kept them for schools and large families. Witness 
replied, “ You can have a half-pound tin.” He raid, “ That will do; 
whose isit? Colman’s or whose? Witness replied, ‘‘ Colman’s.’’ 
He placed a half-pound tin of Colman’s mustard in front of him, and 
the inspector said, ‘‘ How much money is it ?” and he replied, ‘‘ Nine- 
pence.”’ He gave witness ls. and said, ‘‘I want it opened, so that I 
may divide it into three parts.” He opened the tin and turned the 
mustard out on a piece of paper that was in the bowl of a scale. He 
was going to wrap it up in one parcel, and Mr. Johnson said, ‘ No, 
don’t do that, I am going to put it into these bags,’”’ producing three 
bags. He then filled the bags and sealed them, and left one with 
witness. When he was filling the bags witness said, ‘‘ You had 
better take the tin,’ and Mr. Johnson replied, ‘* I will leave that for 
the benefit of the firm.” Witness did not weigh the half-pound, he 
took it for granted that there was half-a-pound in the tin. It was 
more than half-a-pound. There was a half-pound weight in the 
scale, and paper in the bowl of the scale ready for weighing the 
pepper just asked for. The mustard was also emptied out into the 
paper, but there was some left after the inspector filled th» bags. 

By the Chairman: He knew that there was more than half-a- 
pound, because the scale went down heavily. 

The Chairman: Then you did weigh it ? 

Witness : The weight was in the scale, but I should not have given 
so much as that if I had weighed it. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Johnson: He did not inform the officer 
that it was condiment, because he gave him credit for being able to 
read. 





Tf a blind man came into your shop and asked for a half-a-pound of 
mustard, would you tell him if it was pure or condiment mustard ?— 
We don’t sell the pure; we only sell it in tins. 

You do not take any steps to ascertain whether the customers 
— that they are purchasing pure mustard or condiment mustard ? 
—No. 

Herbert Brain, traveller for Messrs. Brain and Sons, provision 
merchants, Victoria Street, said he saw the two officers in the shop,, 
and thought they were commercial travellers. He stood outside and 
watched to see what they sold. He saw Mr. Barrell go across the 
shop and afterwards come to the counter and pass a tin across to one 
of the officers. He saw money pass, and he concluded the officers 
were buyers, not sellers, and he took no further interest. He after- 
wards saw loose mustard on the counter. 

The Chairman said the magistrates thought that half a pound of 
mustard was supplied loose to the officer, and that it was adulterated 
with 10 per cent. of added matter ; and that the man was prejudiced. 
The tin was never in Johnson’s possession, and the mustard was sold 
without notice that it was a mixture. 

Mr. Tillett proceeded to address the bench, and said that when 
mustard was asked for by customers the mustard of commerce was 
meant, as flour must be mixed with pure mustard in order to render 
it palatable. He quoted authorities to this effect, and stated that he 
should demonstrate to them the better the mustard seed used the 
more flour must be put in. He had defended a similar case at 
Pontypridd, and the stipendiary magistrate had dismissed the sum- 
mons. The fact was that to the public genuine mustard was nearly 
unknown. He did not want to detain the bench any longer, but 
would call his evidence, He had an eminent analyst and Messrs. 
Colman’s manager, who would state that they had no more profit 
from the condiment than from pure mustard. 

The bench said they would adjourn for half an hour. 

On the court reassembling, Sir Charles Wathen said his colleague 
and himself had talked the matter over, and thought there were cir- 
cumstances in the case which induced them to dismiss it. 

Mr. Tillett thanked the bench for their patience, and said under 
the circumstances Messrs. Colman would not ask for costs. 
(Laughter.) 

The case lasted nearly five hours. 








A NEW POISON. 


DEATH IN THE SARDINE TIN. 





Tue adjourned inquiry into the circumstances attending the death of 
Second Lieutenant William Hudleston, R.E., who died at Chatham 
Barracks on October 24, was resumed at Old Brompton, on Monday 
afternoon before Mr. E. Woodgate, deputy-coroner. The young offi- 
cer died very suddenly, and the doctors attributed death to animal 
alkaloid poisoning. The inquest was adjourned to enable an analysis 
to be made of the contents of the stomach, and of certain articles of 
food which the deceased had eaten shortly before his death. 

Dr. Thomas Stevenson, F.R.C.P., scientific analyst to the Home 
Office, now attended and gave evidence. He stated that from the 
stomach’s contents he extracted a substance which, when injected 
into a rat, killed the animal. This substance was different in proper- 
ties from any known vegetable or mineral poison. From the vomit 
he extracted a similar substance, which was also fatal to a rat, when 
injected. A mouse, fed on a portion of a sardine out of the same 
box as those which the deceased had eaten, soon died, whilst another 
mouse fed on another sardine did not suffer. A cat, fed on two 
sardines, was unaffected. From four sardines, weighing 2} oz., the 
witness extracted a substance which, when injected into a rat, 
killed the animal. In all cases in which the animals died the symp- 
toms were similar—feebleness, retching, and gradual extinction of 
the vital powers. The other articles which the deceased had eaten— 
apple-tart, caviare, and chocolate—were free from any poisonous 
substances. The experiments showed that poison of the class pro- 
duced by decomposition of animal matter was contained in some of 
the fish, and not at all, or not in any deadly quantity, in others ; and 
that the same poison was present in the vomit and the stomach of 
the deceased. He agreed with the opinion of the doctors that the 
deceased died from the effects of poison generated by the decomposi- 
tion of the sardines. There had a peculiar but not a putrefactive 
odour. He had once before met with a death attributed to the eating 
of sardines or anchovies. 

Examined by Mr. Lewis, solicitor to the Army and Navy Co-opera- 
tive Stores (where, it was stated at the first hearing, the sardines 
were purchased), Dr. Stevenson said he attributed the poison to the 
deccmposition of the fish, bat as to the kind of decomposition he 
could not speak. There appeared to have been no want of care in 
put ing the fish into the tin. He thought they must have been bad 
before they were put in. The effect was not likely to be caused by 
the solder. If a fish were bad before being put into a tin, he did 
not think that cooking would destroy the poison. When he exam- 
ined the sardines they appeared to be all right, except that they had a 
slightly different odour from ordinary sardines. If they had been 
put on his breakfast table he should have eaten them. 

The Coroner, in summing up, referred to the exceptionally sad 
circumstances of the case, and observed that it was a dreadful thing 
to find death in the pot at their breakfast table. 

The jury returned the verdict—‘‘ That the deceased died from mise 
adventure, by eating sardines that were decomposed.” 
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CIRCULAR NOTES. 


Sracnant WATER USED BY PUBLIC CATERERS. 

A CORRESPONDENT calls attention to what appears to be a 
wilful disregard of public health on the part of public caterers 
for balls in Westminster. During the past week at two balls, 
our correspondent says, “ the caterers drew the water for drink- 
ing alone or for mixing with spirits from a hydrant in the build- 
ing wherein the water had been stagnant for three months, and 
the cisterns had then on'y been emptied to allow of the inside 
stays being repainted. Despite warnings, the waiters and 
caterer still persisted in using the impure water.” 


Impure Lonpon WarteER. 

London water, as the British Medical Journal had occasion to 
point out in its issue on November 12th, is bad enough in all 
conscience without added dangers, such as those our correspon- 
dent calls attention to. The vestries of Battersea, St. George’s 
Hanover Square, Bermondsey, St. Saviour's Southwark, 
Paddington, and other districts have, says our contemporary, 
from time to time received reports from their public analysts 
showing in some cases that the water was unfit for drinking 
purposes. The Local Government Board, however, for reasons 
apparently known only to themselves, declined to interfere, and 
one Vestry, on taking counsel’s opinion, had to content them- 
selves with an expression of regret that they have no power to 
take Jegal proceedings on behalf of the ratepayers against com- 
panies that, like the Lambeth Water Company, supplied waters 
that showed, on analysis, organic pollution to double the 
amount shown in Thames derived waters when in good con- 
dition. 





DEATH IN THE Por. 

Accum’s c.lebrated book with this strange title, although now 
well nigh forgotten, will be recalled to the minds of many by the 
remarks of the Coroner at the inquest on Lieutenant Huddleston 
reported on another page. “Death in the pot” is more fre- 
quently found than is generally believed. In Lieutenant 
Huddleston’s unhappy case the poison caused his body to swell 
enormously, and his features to become almost unrecognisable. 
It is high time a full inquiry was made into the causes of these 
terrible alkaloid poisons. Swift on the heels of the Huddlestor 
poisoning followed that of the man Cawthray, his wife, and a 
relative at Bradford, Yorks., on the 13th. In Cawthray’s poison- 
ing we are, by the courtesy of Dr. W. Arnold Evans, medical 
officer of health, Bradford, enabled to give in our present issue a 
clinical note of the case, the food in this instance being Canadian 
lobster, reputed to be of the “ best brand.” In Lieut. Huddleston’s 
poisoning, the only information to be obtained was that the 
sardines were purchased from the Army and Navy Stores. 





THE BournemMoutH TINNED Meat PoIsonING, AND OTHER 
CASES. 

Immediately preceding the Cawthray poisoning, occurred the 
case of the baker, William John Hayne, of Upper Parkstone, 
near Poole, whose symptoms, as related by himself,were “a pain 
in his inside, awful to bear, his tongue swollen, bowels swollen, 
and as cold as ice itself.” He had an insatiate thirst, and was for 
days unable to stir {from his bed. In his case the meat was bought 
from a local shopkeeper, and was packed by a Chicago firm. The 
Tipton poisoning by tinned meat of which by the courtesy of Dr. 
Underhill, Medical Officer of Health, we were enabled to pub- 
lish a clinical note, will be fresh in our readers memories, as 
will the fatal case at Islington, and the poisonings at Welling- 
borough, Coseley and other places. Incessant vomiting, cramps, 
diarrhoea, severe abdominal pains, cold sweats, followea by more 


or less collapse —thess were noted in nearly all of the poison- * 


ings. 





Wuat causes TrnnepD Meat Potsonina ? 

The alarming number of these cases, occurring as they do so 
frequently in all parts of the country, renders it necessary that 
some consideration should be givento the causes of the poisonings. 
Sedgwick first proved, in the Archives de Pharmacie, 1888, the 
poisonous effects of tin upon food in the case of some pears that 
had been prepared in a tinned saucepan. This was followed by 
experiments by Professor Beckurts, who in 1889, at the con- 
gress of German physicians at Heidelbe:g, called attention to 
the presence of tin in canned goods, and to the formation of 
tin sulphide by the action of the albuminous matters upon tin. 
Nehring, at the same Congress, gave the amount of tin 
found in preserved asparagus as 0186, 0315, and 0°227 per 
cent. The Congress discussed the question and recommended 
by vote that tin plate should be forbidden for use in vessels in 
which articles of focd were to be preserved. At the Amsterdam 
Hygienic Congress, in September, 1890, Captain Winckel re- 
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ported the case of 270 soldiers who had fallen ill after eating 
lettuce and meat—both preserved in tins; the amount of tin 
present being, according to Professor Wefers Bettink, Utrecht, — 
from 19 to 72 milligrammes per kilo. We must here call atten- — 
tion to one extraordinary point :—In none of the poisonings re- 
corded in England have meats packed by English firms been found 
at fault : they have invariably been those put up by American and 
other foreign packers. ¢ 





Free Potsoninc By AMERICAN PAcKERS. 

An American can of fruit was recently found tinned with an 
alloy that contained 0:55 per cent. of lead, and the solder under. 
the lid showed 50:84 per cent. of lead. Corned beef similarly — 
tested showed 50:06 per cent. of lead under the tin. These 
dangers from the tin itself, from the lead and soldering, from 
careless tinning, and the fact once more brought to light in the 
experiments of Dr. Stevenson, “ that he extracted from the contents 
of the stomach of the unfortunate Lieutenant Huddleston a substance 
which, when injected into a rat, killed the animal; but which was 
different in its properties from any known vegetable or mineral 
potson,” show the grave need for enquiry into the causes that 
develop poisons so deadly, and of which, scientifically, there is 
absolutely nothing definitely known. The leading American 
packers of these articles were, in consequence of the frequency 
of cases of poisoning and the recommendations of the Heidel- 
berg and other Congresses, asked to have a scientific investiga- 
tion made into the causes of the formation of alkaloidal poisons, 
and the development of the virulent ptomaines that have in 
so many cases caused death. The reply was an astounding one: 
“they were not disposed to waste any money in such an enquiry 
so long as they could do plenty of business without.” The use 
of tin for canning food has been adopted solely on account of its 
cheapness, and seemingly in America without any regard what- — 
ever being paid to public health, meat of the most dangerous. 
kind being used without hindrance. The amount of tin dis- 
solved into the food depends greatly upon the length of time 
during which the article of food is in contact with the metal. 
Dr. Van Hamel Rous instances a tin of asparagus, 31 years old, 
in which it was found that the tin had almost completely been 
dissolved off the iron; a tin of beef, eight years old containing 
970 grammes of beef had 77 milligrammes of oxide of tin; six 
year old ;asparagus bad only 56 milligrammes. Other tinned 
asparagus two years old weighing 635 grammes had 386 milli- 
grammes oxide of tin and six milligrammes of oxide of copper. 





Aw Enquiry NEEDED, 

It would in the interests of the large packers themselves to: 
have an enquiry into the causes of these constantly occurring 
poisonings. Some of the revelations made as to the constituents 
of much of the imported canned food are calculated to raise 
grave doubts, and when to that is added the dread of poisoning 
by the use of tinned meats, it is high time there was a full 
scientific enquiry into the whole question. At present, the cases- 
of poisonings being scattered over the country, their frequency 
is scarcely known, and in many cases the diseases may, by not: 
occurring immediately after partaking of the foreign canned 
food, not be debited to their true causes. 





A GovERNMENT ANALYST STOPS THE REFORM. 

As usual a “ Government Analyst ”—this time the one for the 
Local Government Board—is trotted out to, like Pangloss, prove 
that “everything is for the best in this best of possible worlds.’” 
The companies supplying the filthy, impure water—although, as 
the British Medical Journal states, their waters “ had teen re- 
peatedly reported against” are thus shielded. They hope to 
avoid spending necessary money on their filtering beds, as the 
question of the buying out of the water companies is now before 
the public, and if the public be bamboozled into paying a fancy 
price for the works, and the filtering b-ds be then discovered to 
be worthless—well, the company will have the money, and the 
public the experience. If, despite Local Government or water 
companies’ analysts the public refuse,to be hocussed, theyjwill be 
well advised. If not, and the repeated analyses and reports of 
the public analysts for the districts be disregarded in favour of 
such superficial and specially timed examiuations, then the public 
will deserve no sympathy, inasmuch as capable analysts and 
the vestries have alike given them fair warning. 





May oruer Mepican OFFIcers OF HEALTH AND MAGISTRATES 
po LIkEWISE. 

Dr. AtrreD Harris, Medical Officer of Health of Islington, 
in his last published report, says, remarking upon a recent prose- 
cution : — 

‘¢ The seizure of eleven barrels of unsound grapes from a coster in 
Witley-road is of importance, as showing that the law can reach the 
wholesale dealer. Instead of issuing the summons against the coster, 


who was selling the grapes, it was taken out against the person who 


a 
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sold them to him at Spitalfields Market, under Section 47 (1) (b) of 
the Public Health (London) Act, 1891. When the case was heard it 
was pleaded for the defendant that it was ‘‘ the custom of the trade”’ 
for the wholesale dealers to sell grapes in a damaged or unsound 
condition to the retailers, who cut off those that were unfit for food 
before selling them to the public. In this case this had not been 
done, and the grapes were offered for sale in the condition that they 
had been in when bought. The magistrate, in giving his decision, 

said it was a monstrous thing to sell grapes in the state these were 
in, and that the ‘“‘custom of the trade’ was no valid excuse. He 
therefore fined the defendant £1 for each of the 11 barrels, in all 
£11 and costs, and stated that if another case of this kind came 
before him he would send the offender to gaol without the option of 
a fine. The case was heard at the Worship-street police-court on 
October 24th, and the magistrate was Mr. H. J. Bushby. The 
coster, too, was punished, for he lost by the seizure the amount 
(over £2) he had given for the grapes.” 


PRAIsE ALL THE WAY FROM INDIA. 
Tue Madras Times thus echoes our general remarks upon the 
subject of food adulteration :— 


‘We had occasion to allude briefly, in a recent issue, to the sub- 
ject of Adulteration of Food and Liquor. Since then we have learnt 
that the matter has recently attracted revived attention in England. 
A paper rejoicing in the title Foop, Drugs, anp Drinx, has been for 
some time past zealously exposing the frauds practised on the pubiic 
by means of adulteration.”’ 


Referring to our contention that beer may consist of any 
alcoholic decoction that the ingenuity and dishonesty of the 
brewer may suggest, the same journal says :— 


“That is exactly what is urged by Indian brewers; but these 
gentlemen, we believe, are only the victims of ‘tests’ when the 
supplies are intended for Thomas Atkins. Government cares not 
what becomes of the ‘ general public,’ even though this includes the 
‘heaven-born,’ and the officer who orders Master Thomas about. 
The above plain speaking in London should have some good effect 
there. It has all the more weight as it comes, apparently, from a 
scientific official frequently called upon by the department in ques- 
tion to make analyses of the very beer he indignantly denounces. 
He speaks still more plainly, however, when he deals with the asser- 
tion that ‘salt, or chloride of calcium,’ is necessary for brewing 
light beer. That statement, he declares to be ‘a downright lie,’ and 
he cites the fact that the lightest of German beer is entirely free from 
such adulterations. We shall be curious to learn what the officials 
at Somerset House have to say in defence of the system denounced. 
We shall also watch with some interest to see if any action is taken 
in India to prevent the adulteration of flour, of sugar, of coffee, of 
brandy—of all things supposed to be eatable and drinkable.” 





Iv is A Pity Prison WAS NOT THE PENALTY. 


Som of the worst sanitary evils are to be met with in small 
property in London, and one of the most disgraceful cases of 
neglect by a landlord was dealt with at Southwark Police Court 
last week. David Miller, of 49, Abbey Street, Bermondsey, was 
charged with failing to put No. 55, in that street ina fit state 
for habitation. Mr. Henry Thomas, Sanitary Inspector to the 
Bermondsey Vestry deposed that be visited the premises on Oct. 
26 and found the closet and drains inoperative and in a filthy and 
disgusting condition. The house was overcrowded, and in con- 
sequence of the defective drainage a portion of the yard was 
covered some inches deep with filth. The premises were in an 
extremely horrible condition, but in spite of this the defendant 
had ignored entirely the notices served on him. The defendant, 
who seemed to pay very little attention to the eviaence was 
asked by the magistrats what he had to say in answer to the 
charge. After some delay he called a witness, who said that he 
had received an order from the defendant to execute the work. 
The witness, however, on being questioned by Mr. Thomas, said 
he was a practical engineer, and must admit that he had never in 
his experience seen a place in such a filthy condition. Mr. 
Dickinson, the magistrate, fined the defendant £15 and costs. 


WHEN witt A SpeciaAtty SHAaPep Porson Bottte BE Mabe 
CoMPULSORY ? 
We have again to report a case of “accidental” poisoning by 
the administration of the wrong medicine : — 


An inquest was held at Portmadoc, on the 18th inst., touching the 
death of Ann Jones, daughter of Mr. and Mrs. Evan Owen, Port- 
madoc, who was poisoned in mistake by her mother. The evidence 
revealed a sad state of affairs. The stepfather was suffering from 
sleeplessness and religious melancholia, and was attended by Dr. 
Griffiths. Later on the daughter came home ill from school, and 
Dr. Roberts, Dr. Griffiths’ assistant, diagnosed scarlet fever. Dr. 
Roberts made up prescriptions for both patients, the stepfather’s 
containing opium. Both bottles were different, and there were 
different labels on them, The mother gave the child four table- 
spoonfuls of the father’s opium mixture, and she never afterwards 
woke. Dr. Griffiths said each tablespoonful was sufficient to poison 
the child. 

lf the bottle containing the opium had been constructed of a 


special shape the mistake could not have occurred, except the 
mother had been a downright idiot, All poisons—and in this 
case the stepfather’s medicine was poison to everyone except 
himself—should be placed in a bottle of a pyramidal shape. No 
sane person could then commit a blunder of the kind. 


INSANITARY WIGAN AND Go-a-HEAD LEEDS—A CoNnTRAST. 


Messrs. Eyre & SporriswoopE have published Dr. S. 
Monckton Copeman’s report on an outbreak of typhus in the 
Wigan and Ince-in-Makesfield urban sanitary districts, made for 
the Local Government Board. The revelations as to the sanitary 
conditions of some parts of Wigan reflect the greatest possible 
discredit on the Wigan authorities. 


A very excellent institution is the Leeds Sanitary Aid Society. 
It was able to report at the last meeting of the executive that a 
large number of houses and courts in East Leeds had been 
visited, ard the secretaries were instructed to report certain 
cases to the sanitary authorities. The committee noted with 
satisfaction that in a considerable number of houses the sink 
drains have been made to deliver over open air gulleys; but there 
are still many houses separated from the main sewers of the 
town only by a box trap within the house itself, an arrangement 
which has been strongly condemned by sanitary experts. Such 
associations do valuable work in stirring up local authorities to 
action. 








THE ADULTERATION OF SPIRITS. 





AN EXTRAORDINARY OPINION, 





At the Derby Police Court John Field Baldock, Crowa and Cushion 
Ion, Midland Road, was summoned for selling to William Wilkinson, 
Chief Sanitary Inspector, Derby, a quarter of a pint of gin, which 
was 3°5 per cent. below the lowest legal standard. 


Mr. Wilkinson said he weut to the house on the 28th September 
and asked for a quarter of a pint of gin. He was served by the bar- 
maid, and told her he was going to send a portion to the public 
analyst, on which she suggested that he should have the best gin, 
but he declined to do this. He sent a portion of the sample 
to Mr. Otto Hehner, the borough analyst, who certified that it 
was a mixture of 100 parts of gin of the lowest legal standard 
and 3°5 parts of added water. The certificate was produced and put 
in. The defence was that there was no intention to defraud, and 
that the analysis was not correct, Proof spirit consisted of one half 
alcohol, and one half water, and it was allowed to be adulterated go 
as to bring it to 35 degrees under proof. The practice of publicans 
was to buy their spirits at about 17 degrees under proof, and then 
reduce it according to the requirements of their customers. Some 
was reduced very little under the 17 degrees, whilst the other was 
reduced to about the legal standard of 35 degrees and sold as second 
quality. The defendant purchased the gin from Messrs. Nicholson 
and Co., at 17 degrees under proof, at which it was invoiced, and filled 
a 10 gallon keg., but instead of putting in the quantity mentioned he 
only added one gallon of water. It had only been added 
a short time before the inspector called, and he suggested 
that the water and spirit had not got properly amalgamated, 
or it would have been well over the legal standard. The one-third 
which the Inspector left with the barmaid was sent to Dr. Hill, pub- 
lic analyst for Warwickshire, who certified that it was 36 degrees 
under proof, so small a difference that no one would think of prose- 
cuting on that account. Dr. Hill, of Birmingham, public analyst, 
said he received the bottle with the Inspector’s seal unbroken, and 
analysed the contents in the ordinary way. He found the gin 363 
degrees under proof, which represented less than 1 per cent. of added 
water beyond the amount allowed. One per cent. of water reduced 
spirit 2 degrees. He had never seen a prosecution for less than 5 
degrees, or about 24 per cent. Defendant and two barmaids also 
gave evidence in accordance with Mr. Young’s statement. The 
Bench, after retiring, came to the conclusion that they must con- 
vict, but thought the difference was very trifling, and imposed a 
peualty of 5s. and costs. 


We must express our great surprise at Dr. Bostock Hill's 
attitude in this case. He agreed with Mr. Hehner, the public 
analyst, that the sample fell below the legai limit. That limit 
being fixed by Act of Parliament—low enough in all conscience 
—the public analyst has absolutely no option but to condemn 
every sample which falls below it, whether the amount of added 
water be one per cent. or fifty. Itis for the magistrate to judge 
of the gravity of the offence and to fix the fine accordingly. It 
would, moreover, be interesting to know how Dr. Hill got his 
calculations. One per cent. of added water does not reduce 
spirit two degrees. To reduce gin from 35 under proof to 40 
under proof, the instance given by Dr. Hill, to every 100 parts 
of gin must be added 8'5 parts of water, or the mixture would 
consist of 92'2 parts of gin of the lowest legal strength and 7:8 
parts of water, not 2'5 as stated by Dr. Hill. Perhaps Dr. Hill 
will explain ? 


8 FOOD, DRUGS, AND DRINK. 








ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 


MILK. 


On Monday, 7th November, at Brentford Police Court, Middlesex, 
John Appleton, of Pretoria Lodge, Harlington Road, Surbiton, in the 
employ of Messrs. Fr2eth and Pocock, of Vauxhall Cross, S.E., 
was summoned by Inspector Tyler, Inspector under the Food and 
Drugs Act, for having refused to sell milk to him when requested so 
to do for the purposes of analysis. Mr. T. A. Woodbridge appeared 
to prosecute, and Mr. T. W. Ricketts to defend. Mr. Walter Tyler 
said that he saw a Mrs. Peck standing beside the defendant’s cart 
receiving milk. He asked her, and the defendant as well, if there 
was any contract between them, and they replied in the negative, 
whereupon he asked to be served with a pint of new milk, for which 
he offered to pay. Before that, his assistant had tried to buy some 
milk, but was refused by the defendant. When witness tendered 
his money the defendant said ‘‘I am not allowed toserve you. My 
instructions are not to sell retail.” Witness explained who he was, 
and offered twopence, which he considered was the marketable value 
cof milk, to which the defendant again repeated his observation, 
adding that ‘he was selling wholesale only.” By Mr. Ricketts: 
Mrs. Feck managed her son’s milk business, and the defendant’s 
employers were wholesale milk contractors. The defendant did not 
cry out ‘‘milk,” but the milk delivered to Mrs. Peck was delivered 
into a pail. He had only a large measure with him, and no small 
measures were about, Witness did not see him serve casual cus- 
tomers, and did not suggest that he was selling retail. As there was 
no contract, he could not act under the Act of 1879. He should 
not consider an arrangement with Mrs. Peck to deliver the guan- 
tity she wanted every morning, a contract. The sample he took 
from Mrs. Peck’s pail was certified pure. The defendant offered to 
give him a sample, or let him take one from either of the two 
churns in the van. Edward Watkins, assistant to Mr. Tyler, and 
Edward Reeves, another assistant, corroborated. Mr. Ricketts con- 
tended that the milk was not ‘exposed for sale,’’ and said if he 
succeeded in establishing that contention the summons must fail, 
the defendant being summoned as “refusing to sell to the Inspector 
milk which was exposed for sale. The defendant had said that there 
was no contract for sale, and he might have believed that, because 
there was not one in writing, therefore his words must not be taken 
literally, As a matter of fact, Mrs. Peck did contract with the de- 
fendant’s employers for the sale of the milk. Mr. Woodbridge sub- 
mitted that the defendant denied the existence of a contract and 


Mrs. Peck likewise, and until that was controverted, the complain- | 


int was entitled to think that there was no contract. Mr. Sydney 
Pocock, a member of the firm of Freeth and Pocock, of Surbiton, 
Wimbledon, and elsewhere, said that the defendant had been with 
them only a week, and had not been in the milk trade at all pre- 
viously. He had some written instructions given him. Mr. Wood- 
bridge objected, as any such arrangements had nothing to do with 
the offence committed. Toe Bench agreed. Witness went on that 
the milk was supplied to Mrs. Peck at quantities of a gallon each 
time. The defendant brought back a quantity of milk, and his in- 
structions were only to deliver to customers according to orders. 
There was a verbal contract with Mrs. Peck, as to the price of milk, 
and if it were broken the firm would be liable for damages. The 
Bench reserved judgment for a fortnight. 


At Glasgow on the 15th inst., before Sheriff Birnie, Robert Muir 
farmer, Auchenramsey, was charged with having on 29th October, 
delivered to a Glasgow dairyman, four gallons of cream, 94 gallons 
of sweet milk, and 16 gallons of skim milk, which were found to 
contain, on analysis by Dr. Clark, respectively 15, 17, and 22 per 
cent. of water. Mr. John Lindsay prosecuted, and accused pleaded 
not guilty. Inspectors Armstrong and Inglis stated that they had 
got the milk at Shields Station on its way to Glasgow, and had pro- 
cured the samples. Muir stated that when he received complaints of 
the quality of the milk he made investigations, but could discover 
nothing wrong. If the milk was adulterated, it must have been done 
by the dairymaid. Mr. Lindsay called attention to the danger milk 
dealers were subjected to of being prosecuted when they got adulter- 
ated milk fron farmers. His Lordship found the charge proved, and 
imposed a penalty of £10. 


William Hancock, of 240, Ferndale Road, Brixton, appeared in 
answer to an adjourned summons on the 11th inst., at Lambeth, 
taken out by the Lambeth Vestry, for having sold milk adulterated 
with ten per cent. of added water. The defendant disputed the con- 
clusions of the public analyst, and had the milk analysed by the 
Somerset House authorities, whose analysis confirmed that of the 
public analyst. Mr. Biron fined the defendant 20s. and 12s. 6d. 
costs. 


BUTTER. 


~ At Bootle Police Court, on the 11th inst., John Corcoran, 96, Lyon 
Street, provision dealer, was fined 5s. and costs for selling butter to 
which 10 per cent. of water and 15 per cent. of foreign fats had been 
added. 


John Easedale, provision dealer, 7, Lyon Street, was fined 5s. and 
costs for selling butter containing 10 per cent. of water and 60 per 
cent. of foreign fats. 


James Wilson, grocer, 202, Marsh-lane, was fined 5s. and costs for 
selliug butter to which 11 per cent. of water and 75 per cent. of 
foreign fats had been adced. 


At Lambeth, on the 11th inst., Anthony Vasteri, of 55, Lambeth 
Walk, was summoned for selling tutter with added margarine to the 


ealer named Thomas Williams, for selling adulterated coffee. 
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extent of 30 per cent., and was fined 403. and 12s. 6d. Ponta. Fo 
selling butter containing 60 per cent. of margarine, William Clark, 
of 66, Lambeth Walk, was fined 60s. and 12s. 6d. costs. 


COFFEE. 


John James John, a grocer, of Gilfachgoch, was summoned at 
Pontypridd Police Court, at the instance of Superintendent Jones, 
for selling coffee which contained 35 per cent. of chicory. After 
hearing the evidence, the Bench dismissed the case, advising the 
defendant in future to keep only honest coffee. The Superintendent 
remarked that under the Act they could not, unfortunately, carry 
the case back against the manufacturer. 


At the same Court Superintendent Jones prosecuted aa 

rE 
Jones was supplied with a quarter-of-a-pound of ‘Cassell’s Coffee,” 
which contained 70 per cent. of chicory. The defendant pleaded 
that a label on the tin stated that it contained a mixture of coffee 
and chicory. The bench, however, held that the coffee had been 
adulterated with an excessive amount of chicory for fraudulent pur- 
poses to increase the bulk. The label did not in any way protect 
the defendant, and they fined him £2 including costs. 


At Bootle on the 10th inst., John Corcoran, 96, Lion Street, was 
fined 5s. and costs for selling coffee to which 50 per cent. of chicory 
had been added. John Easedale, 7, Lyon Street, was fined ds. 
and costs for selling coffee containing 60 per cent. of chicory. 


On the 11th inst., Isaiah Parton, collier and shopkeeper, of Sher- 
wood Street, Newton, who was represented by his wife, was charged 
with having sold a quantity of coffee which was adulterated with 
chicory, at Newton on the 26th October. Colonel Shortt, the county 
inspector, prosecuted. .The assistant of Colonel Shortt purchased at 
the defendant’s shop a quantity of coffee, which was found on 
analysis to contain 60 per cent. of chicory. It was not labelled as a 
mixture of chicory and coffee according to law. As Colonel Shortt 
did not press the case, the defendant was only fined £1 0s. 6d., in- 
cluding costs, the bench believing that the defendant may have acted 
in ignorance of the law. 


COCOA. 


At Pontypridd, Richard Davies, a grocer, was prosecuted for selling 
adulterated cocoa. Mr. W. H. Cross, Bristol, defended. Saperin- 
tendent Jones said he purchased a packet of ‘‘Fry’s Pearl Cocoa” 
from defendant. The contents of the packet were found to contain 
20 parts of pure cocoa and 80 parts of sugar and starch. Mr. Cross 
su bmittedthat the label on the packet describing the contents as 
cocoa mixed with other ingredients protected the defendant. The 
Stipendiary said the magistrates found that within the meaning of 
the Act this excessive amount of starch and sugar was added fraudu- 
lently, and fined the defendant £2, including costs. 


BEER. 


Thomas Parsons, proprietor of the Gloucester Arms, Roles Road, 
Bermondsey, pleaded guilty at Southwark, on the 1th inst., to 
diluting his beer. Defendant seems to have been very frank about 
the matter. In the first instance, he said he “ did it.” for seven or 
eight Sundays, but did not think he would be caught. He sent a 
letter to the Excise authorities, accentuating that admission which 
the magistrate admitted as being a piece of ‘‘ extraordinary candour.” 
‘‘ However,” said his worship, ‘“‘as a deterrent to others, I shall 
inflict a fine of £15 and costs.” 


OLIVE OIL. 


At South Shields, on the 8th inst., John B. Hudson, who has a 
chemist shop at Hebburn was summoned by Mr. Laidlaw, Inspector 
under the Food and Drugs Act, on the charge of supplying olive oil 
not of the substance and quality demanded. Mr. Mabane defended. 
Mr. Laidlaw deposed to visiting the shop of Mr. Hudson on the 9th 
September. He asked him for olive oil, and he was handed a bottle, 
for which he paid 9d. He now put in a certificate from the county 
snalyst, stating that it was not olive oil but cotton seed oil. Mr. 
Mabane, for the defence, said the whole thing had arisen out of a 
mistake by the importers, a letter from whom he putin to that 
effect. The Bench, in imposing a fine of 10s., said they were of 
opinion that the defendant was not the person that was most to 


blame. 
WHISKEY. 


At Pontypridd, on the 16th inst., George Hardyman, publican, of 
Gilfachgoch, was charged with selling adulterated whiskey. The 
Superintendent purchased a noggin of whiskey at defendant’s house 
and paid him sixpence for it. The analyst’s certificate showed the 
sample to be 32 degrees under proof, containing 32-25 per cent. of 
alcohol, and 67°75 of water, &c. There was a notice in the bar that 
the spirits were diluted. The Stipendiary cousidered it would be 
useless to convict in face of the decision of the Quarter-sessions, 
and the case was therefore dismissed. Mr. Phillips, who defended, 
applied for costs. The Stipendiary: Certainly not. You are very 
lucky to get off. 

Richard Jenkins, publican, Rhydfelin, was prosecuted at the same 
court. Superintendent Jones purchased whiskey from defendant 
which was found to be 304 degrees under proof. There was no notice 
in the bar that the spirits were diluted. Defendant was ordered to 
pay the costs, £1 10s. 6d. 


T. Robathan, another publican of Rhydfelin, was charged with a 
similar offence, the whiskey in this case being 27 degrees under 
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proof. There was no notice up when he (Superintendent Jones) was 
served, but as he was leaving the house his attention was called to 
@ small notice in the back bar. Defendant was ordered to pay the 
costs, £1 11s. 6d. 


At Edgware Petty Sessions, on the 9th inst., Thomas Tilbury, 
landlord of the Swan Inn, Sudbury, appeared to a summons for 
selling whiskey not of the nature and substance demanded by the 
purchaser, William Tyler, namely, Irish whiskey reduced 30:7 under 
proof, which was 5-7 below the limit allowed by the Act of Parliament. 
Edward Watkin, assistant to Mr. Tyler, said that on the 28th of 
September he called at the Swan and asked for a pint. of Irish 
whiskey. Mr. Tilbury, jun., served him and charged him 2s. 8d., and 
handed the whiskey to Mr. Tyler. Mr. Tyler, inspector of weights 
and measures for the Western division of the county, said that he 
received the whiskey from the last witness and submitled it to the 
public analyst, whose certificate showed that the whiskey was diluted 
to 35-7 below proof or 5:7 below the standard allowed by Act of Par- 
liament. Defendant said that he had been in the habit of purchas- 
ing his spirits “ broken”? down, but on this occasion he was supposed 
to have purchased the whiskey at proof, but it appeared that by an 
oversight on the part of the merchant it was already seven degrees 
under proof. The merchant told him that he was as careful as he 
could be, but a mistake had arisen. The Bench imposed a fine of 
£3 with 17s. 6d. costs. 





FOOD PROSECUTIONS. 


PUTRID RABBITS. 


At Marylebone Police Court on the 17th inst., Henry Walters, the 
secretary of the London and Provincial Co-operative Supply (Limited), 
388, Edgware Road, appeared before Mr. Hannay, on a summons 
taken out by Sanitary Inspector Yeo, of the Marylebone Vestry, for 
exposing for sale a quantity of rabbits, which were unwholesome and 
unfit for the food of man. 

Mr. W. E. Greenwell, solicitor to the Vestry, appeared to prosecute. 

Walters said he was instructed to plead guilty, and to explain that 
the manager of the shop where the rabbits were seized was under 
notice to leave, and he must have been negligent in his duty, and 
could not have examined the meat before it was exposed for sale. 

Mr. Greenwell asked that the inspector might be heard, as the 
case was a bad one. The officer stopped the sale which was about 
to take place. The price charged clearly showed that the sellers 
were cognisant of the condition the animals were in. 

Inspector Yeo said he went to the premises of the defendant, 388, 
Edgware Road, on the 10th inst., and saw rabbits exposed for sale. 
One of the saiesmen was selling one of the rabbits to a customer, 
when witness examined it and found it smelt very badly. The wit- 
ness asked the woman what shé was asked to pay for it, and she 
replied, ‘‘ Sixpence.”’ He then examined the other rabbits, 44 in 
number, which were exposed for sale inside and outside of the shop, 
and found them all utterly unfit for human food, They were con- 
veyed to this court and condemned by the magistrate, and were 
afterwards examined by Dr. Wynter Blyth, the medical officer of 
health, and destroyed. Mr. De Wykeham Chapman, one of the 
directors, afterwards applied to be allowed to skin the animals. 

Mr. Hannay said he saw them, and they were absolutely green. 
They were so foul that he did not care to remain in the place where 
they were any longer than he could help. The evidence showed that 
the condition of the animals was known, for persons in rural districts 
could get 1s. or more a-head for every rabbit sent to market. He 
fined the defendant £20, with £2 4s. costs. 


MEAT. 


At the Northampton Borough Sessions, on the 14th, before the 
Mayor (Mr. Edwin Bridgewater), Mr. R. Turner, and Mr. W. Coulson, 
William Fawcett, of 32, Charles-street, butcher, was summoned for 
exposing for sale 18 pieces of beef on his stall in the public market 
of the borough, unfit for human food. Inspector Dykes said on 
October 29th he visited defendant’s stall, and found some beef on the 
stall which he considered unfit for food. It was in a very poor and 
emaciated condition. He took some ten pieces to the police-station 
for magisterial inspection, and it was condemned by the magistrates. 
He afterwards visited the stall again in company with the Medical 
Officer, and took some more pieces away. Mr. Hensman: Was it 
fully.exposed for sale? Witness: Yes, the whole of it. Defendant 
was absent both times when the meat was seized, but was present at 
the police-station. The meat was so emaciated that one could al- 
most see through it. Mr. Lee F. Cogan, Medical Officer of Health 
for the Borough, said he went to the police-station and saw some 
meat there which presented all the characteristics of unwholesome 
meat. It presented a flabby, pale, and sodden appearance, and the 
usual sickly odour of meat of the kind could be detected. There 
were also symptoms of inflammatory disease of the abdomen, and 
some parts of the meat were in a state of decomposition. The meat 
was very emaciated. Accompanied by Inspector Dykes, Mr. Cogan 
went to the stall and picked out eight more pieces which had been 
cut up and lay amongst other meat. The pieces varied in weight 
from 1lb. to 3ibs., and presented very much the same appearance as 
that which he had already seen at the police-station. By Mr. 
Phillips: From what he saw, witness would condemn the whole 
animal. Witness picked out the eight pieces of his own judgment, 
and no one picked them out for him. Mr. Phillips: Are you able to 
say that this animal had been suffering from any disease whatever ? 
Mr. Cogan: I can’t say that. In answer to Mr. Shoosmith, witness 











said it was certainly unfit for food. Mr. Phillips, for the defence, 
submitted that Fawcett had no reason to believe the meat was un- 
wholesome. The animal was bought on the Wednesday in the 
market, it was slaughtered on the Thursday, and exposed on the 
Saturday. It was healthy when bought. This was defendant’s first 
appearance before the Court, and he was very sorry that, through an 
inadvertence, the meat should have been found on the stall. The 
Mayor said the magistrates considered it a very bad case. There 
were 18 pieces of meat, and defendant was liable to a fine of £10 for 
each piece. Under the circumstances, however, the magistrates 
would fine him £10 and costs 13s. The money was paid. 


[WE are glad to see that at last something is being done m 
Northampton to secure a pure food supply for the public. The 
manner in which the Food and Drugs Acts have been for years 
practically ignored by the authorities in Northampton has been 
disgraceful. May we hope that at length the Northampton 
council will recognise its obligations to the public and cause an 
adequate number of samples to be taken P—Eb. | 


At the Swansea Police Court on the 14th inst., a Carmarthenshire 
butcher, named Rees Davies, was summoned for exposirg unwhole- 
some meat for sale in the Swansea Market on the 28th October. 
Market Ispector Lewis deposed that amongst the meat exposed for 
sale by defendant was a lamb of a dark colour and wretchedly thin, 
which, on examination, was found to be utter.y unfit for food. The 
Stipendiary censured the practice of selling diseased meat to the 
poor, and imposed a fine of £5. 


An application was made on the 14th inst., to the Cardiff Bench of 
Magistrates for an order for the destruction of diseased meat belong- 
ing to Mr. Henry Hayman, of 227, Castle-road. Inspector Vaughan 
stated that he had visited the butcher’s premises that morning and 
found exposed for sale a quantity of meat which was totally unfit for 
human food. Dr. Walford, the medical officer of health, deposed 
that he had examined the meat in question and found it in an ad- 
vanced state of disease. The order was granted. 








THE “BRITISH MEDICAL JOURNAL” ON 
SOMERSET HOUSE ANALYSTS. 





In its issue of November 12th, the British Medical Journal 
says :— 

rf Upon the authority of their own report, it is recorded that the 
number of reference cases under the Food and Drugs Act submitted 
annually to these officials amounts in the aggregate to some forty-five 
or fifty ; it is pointed out that the experience derived from the exami- 
nation of such a meagre number of samples cannot be very extensive, 
and in any case is not to be compared with that gained by the publia 
analysts of England and Wales, who examine some 26,000 samples 
annually, and with whom it is to be noted that Somerset House has 
repeatedly disagreed, such disagreements being highly detrimental to 
the working of the Acts. It is alleged that the Somerset House 
chemists profess to be able to arrive at a knowledge of the composi- 
tion of a sample of milk when fresh by analysing the milk when it is 
decomposed, whereas the impossibility of doing this has been long 
ago scientifically proved ; and it is further asserted that a number of 
analyses of milk were published some years ago by the head of the 
department which, by the light of more modern knowledge, have 
been proved to be wrong, and that the erroneous standards deduced 
from these incorrect analyses are still employed by the officials in 
drawing up reports on the samples submitted to them. 

‘‘ But the most serious statement, and one which would seem to 
call for immediate explanation, is that appearing in the issue of 
Foop, Drues, anv Drinx for November 5th, in an article headed 
‘The Somerset House Chemists as Shopkeepers,’ it is stated that 
the Deputy Principal of the Somerset House Laboratory and one of 
the chemists employed therein are directly interested in one of the 
large metropolitan co-operative stores, the former gentleman being 
the Chairman of the Committee of these Stores, and the latter 
being the analyist to the Association. 

“By the 10th Section of the Act of 1875, public analysts are 
debarred from having any interest whatever in the sale of food or 
drugs in the districts for which they act, and very properly so. 
Our contemporary contends (and, we think, rightly) that the posi- 
tion of the gentleman referred to is invidious, and proceeds to 
show it to be possible that they might be called upon to deal as 
referees with articles in the sale of which they were themselves 
interested. Actual fact lends support to the contention. In a report 
of the Vestry of Chelsea entitled, ‘An Inquiry into the Accuracy 
in Dispensing of Medicines from Physician’s Prescriptions,’ by Dr. 
Seaton and Mr. Hebner, it is shown that of 50 simple prescrip- 
tions sent to be made up by chemists and druggists, 17 exhibited 
errors exceeding 10 per cent. over or under the amount of the drug 
prescribed, and that 3 of these, made up at co-operative societies, 
were among the very worst. Ina the first of these 3 iron and am- 
monium citrate was dispensed 29 per cent. short in weight, in another 
51 per cent. short, while a third, a lead lotion, contained 57 per cent. 
too much lead. Such cases are plainly cases which might be dealt 
with under the Acts, and might be disputed and sent to the Somerset 
House referees. We confine ourselves to the published facts that 
have come before us, and refrain from making condemnatory re- 
marks. But public and professional interests demand full and satis- 
factory explanations and it may be hoped that they will be forth 
coming. 
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THE BRADFORD TINNED LOBSTER 
POISONING. 


By the courtesy of Dr. W. Arnold Evans, Medical Officer of 


Health, Bradford, Yorks., we are enabled to give our readers a 


clinical note of the severe case of tinned food poisoning that 
recently occurred in that town. 


Dr. Evans says :—On Sunday, 13th inst., Mr. and Mrs. Cawthray 
and Miss Whittaker, after eating part of a tin of tinned lobster “ for 
tea,”’ were seized within about an hour or an hour-and-a-half sub- 
sequently with pains in the abdomen, immediately followed by 
vomiting and diarrhea. These symptoms increased in severity, and 
were present during the whole evening. At about midnight there 
ensued a condition approaching collapse, accompanied by profuse 
perspiration. The next morning when seen by Dr. Munro, to whom 
I am indebted for a description of the cases, they still complained 
of pain in the abdomen, nausea and painful retching, and the 
depression had been suceceded by bodily exhaustion. Miss Whittaker, 
who was the worst of the three, suffered from headache and abdo- 
minal pain, and the least movement brought on attacks of vomiting. 
The diarrhea, which had been severe during the night, had ceased. 
The pulse was about normal as to frequency, but very soft. There 
was no skin eruption, and the special sense organs were not affected. 
They slowly improved, and at the end of a few days were left with 
only a feeling of weakness. 


An examination of the tin at once showed the cause of the baneful 
effects of its contents. There was an incision in the side of the tin 
evidently made with a blunt knife. At one end of the incision its 
edges were inverted, but for the rest of its length, about 14 inches, 
they were everted and blackened. There had obviously been an 
attempt, at some time or other, to open the tin; but whether before 
or after the label had been attached I could not say, for the moisture 
had trickled through the hole and destroyed the paper. The cause 
of the poisoning was, of course, putrefaction of the lobster, due to the 
entrance of air through the aperture. I sent what was left of the 
lobster, forwarded to me by Dr. Munro, to be analysed for poisonous 
metals, and the analyst reported ‘‘ only a slight contamination with 
tin,” which would certainly not account for the symptoms. The 
smell emitted by the contents of the tin when they reached my 
hands was sufficient to prove that some decomposition had taken 
place, and Mr. Cawthray at the time he partook cf the lobster 
admitted that it was a ‘‘ bit strong.” 

I cannot understand how the people could eat such questionable 
food. 

The packer of the tinned lobster is W. S. Loggie, Chatham, N.B., 
Canada. 

Yours faithfully, 


W. Arnoup Evans. 








ACTION FOR ALLEGED MILK ADULTERATION. 


At Stonehouse on the 16th inst., an action was brought by 
Mrs. E. Stevens, of Swifterford Farm, Hatt, farmer, against 
J. A. Kingwell, of Westwell Street, Plymouth, for the recovery 
of £17 7s. 7d. for milk supplied. The defendant counter-claimed 
£30 for loss of trade at the rate of £3 per week in consequence 
of the plaintiff supplying adulterated milk, or milk from which 
the cream had been extracted, and £10 expended in the purchase 
of cream. On the case being called on, Mr. Percy T. Pearce 
(Bond, Pearce, and Bickle), for the plaintiff, said on account of 
the vague particulars of the defendant’s claim, he had admini- 
stered interrogatories, but the answer was just as vague and 
unsatisfactory. If the defendant was entitled to set up a 
counter-claim, the plaintiff ought to be supplied with better 
and further particulars, and defendant ought to give specific dates 
when the milk was alleged to be adulterated. His defence, so 
far as the counter-claim was concerned, was prejudiced, and he 
believed it was purely set up for evading payment. In applying 
for an adjournment so that further particulars of the counter- 
claim might be delivered, he also asked that the defendant 
should pay the amount of the plaintiff’s claim into court. 

Mr. John Shelly (Shelly and Johns), for the defendant, said 
to show that the charge of adulteration was not a trumpery one, 
he should call the public analyst to prove it. They were unable 
to give specific dates when the milk was adulterated because they 
contended that it was continuously adulterated. 


Judge Edge said the onus of proof of adulteration rested with 
the defendant. 


Mr. Shelly said they had supplied the plaintiff with certain 
dates, and now they had obtained the book of the man from 
whom they bought milk they would be able to supply further 
particulars, and he had no objection to the case being further 
adjc-urned for that purpose. 


Mr. Pearce said his client courted the fullest investigation. 
It was then agreed that the case should be adjourned until the 
next court, and his Honour ordered the defendant to pay £10 
into court. 








ANALYST’S REPORT. 
LINCOLNSHIRE —KESTEVEN. 


Tue Public Analyst, Mr. Charles E. Cassal, in his report, says 
of the application of the Acts :— 


‘Tn the last quarterly Report I stated my opinion that the number 
of samples submitied for analysis was very inadequate for such an 
important division as the. Administrative County of the parts of 
Kesteven. During the year ended on the 3!st March last, only 87 
samples of all kinds were submitted, of which 10 were ‘ adulter- 
ated’ (giving a percentage of 11:5), and 15 were ‘ inferior,’ that is 
were cases in which actual adulteration could not be certified having 
regard to the existing necessity of taking low standards of quality ; 
the percentage of samples of bad quality (adulterated and inferior) 
being therefore 28-7. I have no doubt that if more samples of any 
one particular kind could conveniently have been taken—of course 
having due regard to those articles at present most liable to adulter- 
ation—a higher percentage of cases of actual adulteration would 
have been recorded for the year in question; but the result is suffi- 
ciently striking, especially when what is obviously indicated by the 
term ‘inferior’ is taken into consideration.” . 

Only 21 samples of food and drugs, consisting of eight samples of. 
whiskey, four of coffee, two of gin, two of rum, two of tincture of 
rhubarb, one of brandy, one of bread, and one of white pepper, were 
submitted to him for analysis by the superintendents of police for 
the Lincoln South, Grantham, and Stamford divisions during the 
entire quarter ending September 30th. The following samples were 
adulterated :—Whisky 2, coffee 3, rum 1, tincture of rhubarb 1. 
The amount of added water in one case of whisky was 18 per cent., 
and in the other 15:2 per cent., and in the case of rum 10 per cent. 
Two of the three samples of coffee certified as adulterated contained 
at least 60 per cent. of chicory. The remaining sample contained 
at least 35 per cent. of chicory. The last-named sample was sold 
under the name of ‘French coffee,’? but the use of this 
title, says Mr. Cassal, does not exonerate a vendor who applies 
it to a mixture of coffee and chicory. 
means coffee, and nothing else. The chief constable, in 
answer to a request for information as to the amount of 
fines and costs in adulteration cases made the answer, says the 
report ‘that he is sorry he cannot comply with the request.”” We 
have, therefore, no means of knowing if the magistrates of the dis- 
trict inflict, even in this extreme instance of the Adulteration Acts 
being deliberately ignored, adequate penalties in the few cases for 
which summonses were issued, or if they foster adulteration by 
paltry penalties, as the Council Council do by deliberate unpatriotic 
laziness. The ‘thief behind the counter’’ must have an uncom- 
monly good time of it in this county. We do not know if the water 
supply is even as well looked after as the whiskey, of which eight 
samples were taken out of the miserable total of 21, The fact that 
no samples of water were analysed, and the solicitude of the council 
for purity in whiskey and rum appears, therefore, t> have a personal 
and selfish origin. The refusal, however, of the chief constable to 
supply information of fines, xc., is a matter demanding explanation, 
and the fact itself that such a state of things as that revealed in the 
analyst’s report should exist, reflects the gravest discredit on the 
County Council that allows it to continue. We have here, in a county 
vitally affected by frauds in butter, lard, margarine, false branding 
of foreign meat, &c., a report in which we do not see the 
record of one sample of lard, butter, mustard, milk, jam, beer, 
or tea being taken for analysis. We refer this strangely 
blind and unpatriotic body to the excerpt from the report of the 
Margarine Committee of the Central Associated Chambers of Agri- 
culture, which we publish in another column. English agriculture 
has suffered as much by the idleness of authorities like this of 
Kesteven_as by any foreign competition. Lincolnshire farmers com- 
plain of ruin. If they allow this state of things to continue they aid 
their own ruin, and richly deserve, as Sydney Smith said, to be 
‘cursed for half a century as fools, and kicked for another as slaves.” 
In his report the analyst makes the remark: ‘In conclusion, I feel 
it my duty to again point out that more samples should be taken in 
the division.” 

One crumb of comfort only can we extract from the discussion. 

The CHAIRMAN said it was desirable that the closing sugges- 
tion of the analyst should be referred to the Sanitary Committee, 
and this course was adopted. 

We sincerely hope that the Sanitary Committee will do some- 
thing to protect the public for whom they are supposed to act, 
and that when next we have occasion to refer to Kesteven it 
will be to note an honest, earnest record of useful and patriotic 
work. 





NOTICE. 


Tue Editor begs to thank the many Public Analysts, Medical 
Officers of Health, Sanitary Inspectors, and Inspectors under 
the Food and Drugs Acts, who have sent reports, notes of cases, 
and written approving of the objects of Foop, Drugs anp 
Drink, and will be glad if Public Analysts and Medical Officers 
of Health generally will oblige by sending regularly their reports, 
ana such cases of importance as occur in their districts. 
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“French coffee” ~ 
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MAGISTERIAL VAGARIES. 


Some weeks ago, in commenting on the prosecution of a 
grocer at Cardiff for selling as pure mustard a substance found 
upon analysis to contain 10 per cent. of added wheaten flour, we 
had occasion to complain of the admission of a certificate by an 
outside analyst in the teeth of the provisions of the Act. The 
stipendiary, however, convicted the defendant. The mustard 
makers, whose product was the subject of the Cardiff prosecu- 
tion, Messrs. J. and J. Colman, sent Mr, L. Tillet, solicitor, of 
Norwich, to Bristol on the 16th inst. to defend a prosecution 
brought by Mr. Frederick Johnson, Inspector under the Food 
and Drugs Act, against Mr. Charles Barrel, grocer, for selling 
mustard adulterated with 10 per cent. of wheaten flour and 
turmeric. Mr. Holman Gregory appeared for Mr. Barrel, the 


defendant, and Mr. Tillet’s position in consequence requires ex- 
planation. Messrs. Colman were not the persons summoned, and 
that being so, Mr. Tillet had no right whatever to appear in the 
case, as he clearly had no locus standi. Strange to say, how- 
ever, Sir Charles Wathen and Mr. Obed Hosegood, the magis- 
trates, allowed the outside solicitor to not only put forward 
statements as preposterous as they were irrelevant to the point 
at issue, but they allowed “ Gray’s Supplement to the Pharmaco- 
pea,” Blue Books, and strangest of all a Local Government Board 
report to be put in as evidence as to what mustard was. The 
farce did not even stop at these absurdities, for, after tolerating 
for five hours evidence having no legal bearing on the case, 
these extraordinary magistrates decided to dismiss the summons. 
Yet the facts were plain enough. Inspector Johnson asked for 
mustard and was supplied with a substance adulterated with 10 
per cent. of wheat flour and turmeric. Lengthened twaddle 
long drawn out from Local Government Board or any other 
reports had nothing whatever to do with the question. Itseems 
hopeless to look for zeal on the part of inspectors when magis- 
trates so lamentably fail in understanding their duties to the 
public. 
é To one point, however, we must draw particular attention. 
Leaving out of the question altogether the strange misapprehen- 
sion of its duties and powers apparent in the Local Government 
Board’s opinion in the report in question, we wish to particularly 
ampress upon Food and Drugs Act inspectors the fact, that the 
opinions of the Local Government Board, or the archaic notion, 
of the British Pharmacopcea on what is or is not mustard, are 
not entitled to even one moment’s respectful consideration. 
The only opinion dominating the question is, the opinion of the 
public analyst for the district, and, in the event of an appeal, the 
opinion of the referees at Somerset House. Inspectors should 
also know that certain much belettered scientists will for a 
‘sufficient monetary consideration assert anything in courts in 
adulteration cases to shield their employers. It is shameful 
that such should be the case, but Food and Drugs Inspectors 
should ask that their solicitors object, as they rightly have the 
power to do, to the admission of outside evidence. It is only 
thus that the disgraceful scandal can be put an end to. Were 
the Act better understood we would be spared the absurd 
spectacle of magistrates at Bristol giving decisions contrary to 
common sense, and the acts for the prevention of adulteration 
and dismissing cases for which in Cardiff convictions are ob- 
tained and fines inflicted. 





HOW TO ENFORCE THE MARGARINE ACTS. 


The Margarine Committee of the Central and Associated 
Chambers of Agriculture in their second report say :— 

“From the last Report of the Local Government Board it appears 
that no samples of butter for analysis were taken during the year 
1890 in the districts within the jurisdiction of the following Local 
Authorities :— 

* County Councits.—Cambridge, Isle of Ely, Hereford, Holland 
(Lincs.), Kesteven (Lines.), Lindsey (Lines.), Monmouth, Northamp- 
ton, Soke of Peterborough, Northumberland, Oxford, West Suffolk, 
East Riding (Yorks), North Riding (Yorks), Brecknock, Cardigan, 
Carmarthen, Denbigh, Montgomery, Pembroke, and Radnor. 

‘‘Borouens.—Bedford, Newbury, New Windsor,Chipping Wycombe, 
Congleton, Macclesfield, Penzance, Truro, Carlisle, Chesterfield, 
Barnstaple, Devonport, Plymouth, Tiverton, Poole, Weymouth, Dur- 
ham, Colchester, Gloucester, Hereford, St. Albans, Dover, Maidstone, 
Margate, Ramsgate, Rochester, Accrington, Bolton, Grantham, South- 
port, Stalybridge, Warrington, Boston, Great Grimsby, Lincoln, 
Louth, Norwich, Great Yarmouth, Northampton, Peterborough, Ber- 
wick, Newcastle-on-Tyne, Tynemouth, Newark, Banbury, Oxford, 
Shrewsbury, Wenlock, Ryde, Winchester, Newcastle-under-Lyme, 
Wolverhampton, Bury St. Edmunds, Ipswich, Reigate, Brighton, 
Warwick, Kendal, Beverley, York, Scarborough, Dewsbury, Wake- 
field, Carmarthen, Cardiff, Neath. 

‘“‘ MerropouiTan Parisoes.—Holborn, Rotherhithe, St. Martin-in- 
the-Fields, St. James’s, Westminster, Whitechapel, Woolwich.” 

We last week published the appeal of the Anti-Adulteration 
Society. We shall be glad to hear from persons in any of the 
districts above enumerated, who will aid in carrying out the 
Acts, as it is evident that if the local authorities will not enforce 
them, they can, until a compulsory Food and Drugs Act be ob- 
tained from Parliament, only be enforced by such an organisa- 
tion as the Anti-Adulteration Society, which, we are glad to 
hear, has already offers of liberal subscriptions from many influ- 
ential quarters. 
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AYNE’S MEDICAL VOCABULARY: being an Ex- 
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Sixth Hdition, crown 8yo, 10s. 6d. 
Edited by THOMAS STEVENSON, M.D., F.R.C.P., Lecturer on Chemistry and 
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Edition, with 164 Woodcuts, and a Coloured Plate illustrating Colour-Blindness,. 
feap. 8vo, 7s. 6d. 


BSTETRIC APHORISMS, for the use of Students 


commencing Midwifery Practice. By JOSEPH G. SWAYNH, M.D., Lec- 
turer on Midwifery at the Bristol School of Medicine. Ninth Hdition, feap. 8vo, 
with Engravings, 3s. 6d. 
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Surely these words apply to the low-priced Baking Powders sold, containing in some instances a quarter of their bulk ALUM. Persons 
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FREEMAN & HILDYARD, LONDON, S.E. 


Liverpool Branch—60, Stanley Street. Birmingham Branch—47, Soho Hill. 


KINGSFORD’S 


HAMAMELIS 


MEDICATED PAPER 


FOR THE W.C. 


Is-absolutely pure and free from chemicals. 
Is very strong, yet beautifully soft. 
Disintegrates readily, and does not choke the waste pipe. 

















Is impregnated with Hamameris Vireinica, and is 
therefore Antiseptic and slightly Astringent. 
Is cheaper and better than any other Medicated Paper. 





SAMPLE PACKETS TO PROFESSION, 1s. POST FREE. 
KINGSFORD & CO., 54, Piceadilly, LONDON, W. 


WHISKY FOR THE GOUTY AND DIABETIC. 


-~ecoe ceeo POPOSHOSOOOSH DG COOSCES-— 


FINEST OLD SCOTCH 


CAVENDIS H (16 YEARS OLD) 
(SPECIAL DIETETIC) WH ] S KY. 


BONDED AND BOTTLED BY 


CAVENDISH, EDENBOROUGH & CO., 4, CULLUM STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


A Blend of the finest Matured Whiskies, containing no sugar or fusel oil, with the nena 
percentage of the aromatic ethers produced by age. 


This has been specially selected, on the suggestion of Medical Men, to meet the demand 


for a Whisky which can be safely indulged i in by sufferers from Gout, Rheumatism, Diabetes, or 
Dyspepsia. 


Price 54/- per Dozen net Cash. 
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THE SOMERSET HOUSE CHEMISTS AND 
| THE GROCERS’ DEPUTATION. 


In our last issue we promised to deal with the mischievous 
activity of the Somerset House Laboratcry Chemists in hinder- 
ing the operations of the Adulteration Acts. Before doing that, 
however, another matter claims our notice. The Grocers’ de!e- 
gates in their interview with Sir Walter Foster, expressed their 

_ confidence in the discredited department ; and, to our thinking, 
very shortsightedly, and against their own true interests, cast 
aspersions on the public analysts. Amongst other questions 

complained of by the Grocers’ deputation was the vexed one of 
Ooffee. The Birkenhead Corporation, by an ingenious ruse 
tested not only the analysts, but the Somerset House Court of 
Appeal in this very question of Coffee a few years ago. The 
Corporation officials made up three mixtures of Coffee and 
Chicory. 





No. 1 conta‘ned 10 per cent. of Chicory. 


” 2 ” 30 ” ” 


” ” 37 ” ”? 
These mixtures were sent to various public analysts and also to 
Somerset House. Dr. Bell, F.R.S. and his wonderful scientists 
reported that 


No. 1 contained not less than 2} per cent. of Chicory. 
35 


” 2 ” ”? ” ” ” 


” 3 ” ” ”? 48 ” ” 
The public analyst for Salford, Mr. J. Carter Bell gave his 
analysis as 


No. 1.—10 per cent. of Chicory. 


” 2.—3 ” ” 


” 3.—40 ” ” : 
Mr. E. F. Jones, public analyst, Wolverhampton returned 
No. 1 as containing 7 per cent. of Chicory. 
31 


” ”? 9 ” 


» 3 ” 374 ” 

So much for Somerset House and Coffee analysis. 

Their record in Butter affords more extraordinary illustrations 
of incompetence. We extract the following from The Analyst 
of some years ago. It shows what Somerset House was in its 
early days, and the recent cases recorded in this journal 
conclusively prove that what Somerset House then was it 
now is. Other public departments contrive to learn something. 
Somerset Hlouse disdains to do so; it rests impregnable, 
Sheathed in an armour of invincible ignorance. 

The Analyst says :— 

“THE ANALYSIS OF BUTTER. 

“It is satisfactory to notice that the question of the analysis of 
butter, which has been for some time pretty definitely settled among 
‘analysts generally, appears at last to be in a fair way of being under- 

~ stood by the Inland Revenue Chemists. Some short time ago a 


‘prosecution was instituted by a Metropolitan Board against a dealer 
who had sold a sample of butter which was Certified by the District 
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analyst to contain foreign fat. The analysis was disputed and the 
sample was referred to Somerset House, and the chemists there re- 
ported that the results were not inconsistent with those of genuine 
butter. Dr. Muter, Dr. Dupré, Mr. Wigner, and others, confirmed 
the original analysis, but the ipse dizit of Somerset House was 
accepted, and the case was dismissed. Since then another butter 
case has arisen, which has an interest of its own, from the fact that 
it was stated by the defendant’s adviser, that the sample on which 
he was prosecuted was part of the same butter which the Inland 
Revenue Chemists had certified to be genuine, and in which the prosecu- 
tion failed, and as a matter of fact the figures of the analysis of the 
two butters were substantially the same. This case was also referred 
to the Somerset House Chemists who certified to even a larger propor- 
tien of foreign admixture than that found by Mr. Wigner. Thus, 
according to the Final Court of Appeal, as it has been called, what is 
genuine butter one week-contains at least 70 per cent. of foreign fat the next. 
It is, however, never too late to mend, and it is to be hoped that the 
education of the Somerset House Officials will not stop short at butter, 
but may extend, for instance, to milk, about the analysis and con- 
stituents of which they appear at present to have much to learn.” 

The hopes of the Analyst have not been realised. The above 
case occurred as far back as 1875. In 1892 we have a responsible 
correspondent, writing to the Daily Chronicle, stating that in 
one case a public analyst found 15 per cent. of foreign fat in a 
sample oi butter, and that the analysis was confirmed by the 
president of the Society of Public Analysts, but Somerset House 
pronounced it genuine. Commenting upon this our contem- 
porary, the Hospital, says :— 

“There seems to be some ground for believing that the Somerset 
House Analysts are not exceedingly competent persons.” 


So much for Somerset House and butter. The complaint of 
the Grocers’ deputation in other respects is one that we ina 
large measure agree with. It is a gross injustice, as we have 
times over pointed out, that the retailer should be the person 
punished for adulteration in cases where the wholesale dealer is 
the real offender. But this is only one of the Grocers’ grievances. 
Recent years have seen the rise of colossal traders, having shops 
everywhere throughout the country, who sell scarcely one genuine 
or honest article. ‘These traders by the use of fraudulent butter- 
mixing machines and the supineness or worse of innumerable 
local authorities, sell tons of margarine or mixtures of margarine 
and butter — with excess of water to the extent of often 15 per cent. 
—as pure butter. They sell with impunity American produce cut 
and branded as of English origin, as English bacon and ham. 
By these disgraceful practices they undersell their honest com- 
petitors, and whenever summonses are taken out against them 
they bribe the newspapers by lavish and costly advertisements. 
They, however, know perfectly well that they can with im- 
punity put at least 10 per cent. of margarine into their butters, 
and that no public analyst dare proclaim it adulterated, 
because Somerset House would, as is its custom, proclaim it 
genuine. It is thus that the hard-working honest Grocers are 
driven to the wall. We say again that fair dealing grocers 
who regard the Somerset House analysts as their friends, are 
labouring under a great delusion. That the Somerset House are 
the right arm of every foreign trickster, and the Court of Appeal 
of every home “thief behind the counter” we have proved, 
but they have been and are sore enemies to grocers doing an 
honest trade and to native industries, and that is the pity of it. 
As to margarine there will never be real protection for either 
grocers or the public until it is compulsory that the article be 
sold in its natural colour. 








Upper Diseases IN Cows. 


The Public Health Committee of the London County Council 
have expressed the opinion that it is essential for the prevention 
cf diseases of cattle which might occasion disease in man that 
carly notification of diseases of the udder and teats of cows 
should be made to the authorities for Administering the Dairies 
and Cowsheds Order of 1885; and they have made a recommen- 
dation to the Board of Agriculture accordingly. Such notifica- 
tion is necessary to prevent the sale by unscrupulous dealers of 
milk from cows suffering from tubercular and eruptive diseases, 
and it is to be hoped that the views of the Council will be en- 
dorsed by the Department. 








ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 


MILK ‘a. 
Eten Dunn was convicted on evidence in'the Edinburgh Police’ 


' Court, on the 21st ult., of having on 8th ult. in her dairy at 223, 


Canongate, sold to an inspector twopence worth of sweet milk, ‘ not, 


- of the nature, substance, and quality-of:the article’ demanded.” 


- 


- mixed with about four per cent. of water. 


According to the analyst’s report, the milk had been deprived of 
about one-tenth part of its natural fatty constituents, and had been 


In defence ‘it was stated 
that the woman sold the milk as it was sold to her, and that ‘as the’ 


’ inspector got about the last of the milk in the basin, he must have 


' got a poorer quality than if the basin had been full. | Sheriff Orphoot 


adopted the view that the milk got poorer as. it reached’ the’ bottom: 


‘ of the dish, and dismissed the woman with an admonition. 


‘James Robertson, for having on 8th ult., in his shop at 237, Canon- 


‘gate, sold to the inspector twopence worth of sweet milk which had 


been déprived of one-fourth part of its natural fatty constituents, 
was fined 10s. In this case also it was said that the milk was sold 


as supplied to the dairy. 


At the Aston Police Court, on the 18th ult., James Holte, dairy-. 


' man, Cowper Street, Birmingham, was summoned at the instance of. 


Mr. B. Bott, inspector under the Food and Drugs Act for Aston, for 
selling milk deficient of 25 per cent. of its fat on the 26th October. 


’ Mr. Tyler, who appeared for the defence, stated that the milk had 


been purchased from the Birmingham Sewage Farm, and as hundreds 
of samples had been taken and no faults found, he suggested that 
the samples produced before the Court should be sent to Somerset 
House for analysis, on the ground that a mistake had been made by 
Dr. Bostock Hill in failing to allow a sufficient percentage before 
giving his decision. He had indisputable evidence that no fat had 
been extracted fiom the milk after it reached the defendant. - In the 
end the Bench ordered the sample of the milk to be sent to Somerset 
House. and adjourned the case until December 2 for the attendance 
of Dr. Bostock Hill. ; 


A milk dealer named David Williams was summoned at Cardiff, 
on the 21st ult., for selling adulterated milk, Inspector Hill stated 
that he bought a quantity of milk from the defendant on the 18th 
October, and from a sample he had ‘analysed, found it to contain 12 
per cent. of added water. Defendant was fined 50s. and costs. 


Annie Henwood, an assistant at 104, Oxford Street, Swansea, was 
summoned ut that place, on the 21st ult., for selling adulterated milk 
on the 16th ult. The fact that the milk was adulterated to the ex- 
tent of 20 per cent. having been spoken to, it was urged in defence 
that the milk had been standing several hours, and then drawn from 
the can by a tap at the bottom, and the question arose whether the 
accumulation of cream at the top might not have accounted for the 
supposed adulteration. Dr. Morgan, the analyst, thought not to the 
extent discovered, so defendant was fined 5s. and costs. 


Francis Hall was charged at Lawford’s Gate, near Bristol, on the 
21st ult., with selling to P. 8. Hall a quantity of milk not of the sub- 
stance and quality demanded. The defendant was selling at Kings- 
wood, when the officer bought a pint of milk from him for 13d. It 
contained, according to the analyst’s certificate, at least 17 per cent. 
of added water. The defendant said he sold the milk as he bought 
it. He had been selling for 40 years, and this was the first charge 
against him. He was fined 10s. and costs, or 14 days’ imprison- 
ment. 


Samuel Jordan, of 75, Lepper Street, was summoned at Belfast, on 
the 22nd ult., for selling on the 25th of October milk, adulterated 
with 13 per cent. of water. A fine of 5s. and costs was imposed. 


At the Sunbury Petty Sessions, on the 14th ult., Frederick Alex- 
ander, of the Amyand Park Dairy Co., Twickenham, was summoned 
for having sold to Inspector Tyler, milk adulterated with 4 per cent. 
of added water. Mr. Hanne defended. Edward Watkins, assistant 
to Mr. Tyler, deposed to purchasing a pint of new milk from the 
defendant and paid 2d. for it. Inspector Tyler said the milk had 
been purchased for the purpose of analysing, and at the request of 
the defendant divided it into three parts. He produced the analyst's 
certificate, which showed that the milk contained four parts of added 
water. Another sample had been taken the same day from another 
of the company’s employes and found correct. It was stated that on 
various occasions milk had been taken from the Company for analysis 
and always found pure. The Bench inflicted a fine of 5s. including 
costs. 


William Brown, of South Grove, Mile End, answered a summons 
at Marlborough Street Police Court, London, on the 23rd ult., 
charging him with having supplied milk which had had added to it, 
after the removal of 66 per cent. of the fat, about 1 per cent. of starch. 
The alleged milk was sold to the inhabitants of Marylebone by one of 
Brown’s agents in Charlotte Street, Fitzroy Square. The analytical 
evidence was to the effect that starch in milk would escape the eye of 
the ordivary analyst, and, furthermore, would give a high percentage 
of solids, and make the milk seem richer than it actually was. 
Brown had to pay a penalty of £20 and 12s. 6d. costs. 


COFFEE. 


At Barnard Castle Police Court on the 9th ult., the hearing of the 
charge against J. Graham, grocer, of selling coffee unduly adulterated 
with chicory was resumed. At the previous hearing Mr. Dunn, 
Bishop Auckland, Inspector of Weights and Measures, produced Mr, 
Stock’s certificate showing 94 per cent. of chicory. A sample was, 
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however, subsequently. sent to Somerset House, and the analysis. 


showed the proportion of chicory to be 31 per cent. Case dismissed, — 


defendant being allowed £2 2s. for costs. prosecutor to pay cost of 
sere House analysis. Mr. Barningham appeared for the 
efendant. vo 


“k similar charge against Sarah Allonby was also heard. The 
‘analyst’s certificate in this case showed 69 per cent. of chicory and. 


when the inspector’s assistant purchased the article from defendant 
it was sold to him as a mixture. The case was dismissed. 


At the Bradford West Riding Police Court on the 17th ult., before 
Mr. Theo. Peel, Colonel Hirst, C.B., Mr. E. Slater, and Mr. Arthur 
Anderton—a Shipley grocer named Thomas Longwade was sum- 
moned under the Food and Drugs Act for selling as coffee a com-. 
modity which was not of the nature and quality represeated.. 
Alexander Quinlan, a County Council Food Inspector, showed by 
evidence that 3lb. of ‘‘ the best coffee” was purchased at the defen-- 
‘dant’s shop in Briggate, Shipley, on the 10th ult. The price paid 


was 7d. Analysis showed that the commodity purchased was a. 


mixture of 67 per cent. pure coffee and 33 per cent. chicory. Quinlan 

admitted, in answer to the Chairman, that he had never purchased. 
pure coffee at 1s. 2d. a pound. He had bought it at 8d. or 9d.a 

half-pound. The case was dismissed, the magistrate holding that. 
no one could suppose they were buying pure coffee at 7d. per half- 

pound. 


Mr. Sydney Spouse, grocer, of 96, Green-lanes, Steke Newington,. 


was summoned at the North London Police Court on the 23rd ult., 
for selling coffee adulterated with 40 per cent. of chicory. Mr. Fredk. 


Mr. Rawlings appeared on behalf of the manufacturers,. 
- Messrs. Symington and Co., of Market Harborough, and stated that 








W. Beck, who appeared for the defendant, said his client pleaded — 
not guilty. Simmonds, an assistant to Mr. Punter, said he went: 


into the shop and asked for a quarter of a pound of coffee. 
served, and paid 3d. for it. 
required by the Act. At the request of Mr. Beck, witness produced. 
the label which was the wrapper of the purchase, and on this the 
words appeared, ‘‘ Sold as a mixture of coffee and chicory.” An 


He was 


Mr. Punter said he divided the coffee as- 


assistant in the employ of the defendant was also called, and he- 


said that when the man asked for the coffee he answered,‘ Threepenny 
or fourpenny? Threepenny is mixed.’’ The inspector did not ask. 


any questions on this, and Mr. Haden Corser dismissed the summons,. 


granting a guinea costs. 


Mr. Robert Thornton, of 47, Kyverdale-road, was summoned under 
similar circumstances. In this case it was alleged that the cocoa 


contained 32 per cent. of foreign starch. Mr. Hood said he defended 


in this case, and the defendant pleaded not guilty. The certificate 
showed that there was not more than 68 per cent. of pure cocoa, and 
not less than 32 per cent. of foreign starch. The inspector said he 
did not ask for ‘ Pearl’? cocoa. He simply said ‘‘ cocoa.’’ 
to the magistrate, Inspector Pu ter said that pure cocoa could never- 
be purchased for 8d. alb. Mr. Corser reserved his decision. 


SPIRITS. 


At Plymouth on the 24th ult., Ambrose James Bidgway, Old Town 
Street; Katherine Langmead, Oporto Wine Stores, York Street ;. 


In report. 


Jane Stamp, Chimes Tavern, Catherine Street; and Edwin Coaker, — 


Old Guildball Tavern, Whimple Street, were summoned for diluting- 
spirit with water. Mr. Pearce prosecuted on behalf of the Town 
Clerk (Mr. J. H. Ellis). 
dants showed that on November 10th William James Addiscott, 
Chief Sanitary Inspector, purchased a pint of Scotch whisky at each: 
inn, paying Bidgway and Stamp 2s. each, and Langmead 2s, 4d. He 


: 


The evidence against the first three defen- — 


at once divided the liquor into three portions, leaving one part with . 


defendants, and informing them that the remainder would be sent to- 
the public analyst. At Coaker’s house he bought a pint of Coates” 
gin, for which he paid 2s. Mr. C. E. Bean, Plymouth Public Analyst, . 
deposed to analysing the spirit. Bidgway and Langmead’s whisky 
was 40:7 degrees below proof, and Stamp’s 33-2. Coaker’s gin was. 
44-8 below proof. Publicans were allowed to dilute whisky to 25- 


degrees below proof and gin to 35, In the case of Bidgway and — 
Langmead, the purchaser would be paying 1s. 4d. per gallon for — 


water illegally used, and 3s. 4d. in the case of Coaker. Mr. Geake 
appeared for the first three defendants on behalf of the Three Town’s. 
Licensed Victuallers’ Society. Bidgway, he said, had only sold two 


gallons of Scotch whisky during the past twelve months, and it was- | 


quite possible that a part of the extra five degrees below proof was 


due to evaporation. In the case of Mrs. Langmead’s the sale of Scotch 


whisky was so small that she bought it in small quantities, and con-. 
sequently did not dilute it in the usual way. The same was urged on: 
behalf of Mrs. Stamp. Mr. Lane defended Coaker, and said that his. 
client bought a gallon of gin on October 22nd. He usually put a 

quart of water with it, but owing to his having been worried by the- 
illness of his wife a mistake in the quantity might have arisen. Mr. 

S. Vosper and Mr. Popplestone were called to show that only small. 
quantities of Scotch whisky were supplied to defendants. The bench 

fined Bidgway and Langmead £5 and costs each, and Stamp and 

Coaker £8 and costs each. The Mayor said they had dealt leniently” 
with defendants because it was a first offence. He hoped it would. 
be a warning to licensed victuallers. 


At Maidenhead, on the 17th ult., Frederick Brown, landlord of the 
Swan Inn, High Street, was charged with having sold half-a-pint of’ 
Irish whiskey not of the nature, quality and substance demanded by 
the purchaser. Mr. W. Weed appeared for the defendant, who 
pleaded not guilty, P.C. Goodall, stationed at Reading, proved pur-. 
chasing the whiskey by instruction of Detective-Sergeant Gamble, 
The Public Analyst, Mr. W. W. Fisher, certified that it was 33 degrees. 






under proof. Mr. Weed, in defence, produced the following notice, 
this bar are diluted.” 


having on October 5th sold half a pint of Irssh whiskey to Albert 
-Goo“all, which was not of the nature, substance, and quality de-: 
manded by the purchaser contrary to the Foods and Drugs Act, 1075, 
_ the whiskey being stated to be 12 degrees below the limit fixed by the 
Act. He pleaded Guilty. Mr. W. Weed appeared for the defence, 
-gaid as he had pleaded guilty he would not trouble the constable or 
Sergeant Gamble to give evidence. Defendant was inexperienced in 
the mixing of whiskey. He did not know how to “ break down” the 
spirit properly as his father used to do it. As it was his first offence 
he asked the bench to deal leniently with him and said his client was 
-yery sorry. Sergeant Gamble said that this case was a serious one, 
but he did not wish to press the charge. The magistrates said they 
-would deal leniently with him, and fined him £1 and 17s. 6d. costs. 
Another case against Mrs. Sarah Wallon, of the Prince Albert, 
-charged with selling whiskey 29 degrees below proof, was dismissed, 
the following notice being stated to have been hung in the bar :— 
+‘ All spirits sold at this establishment are of a superior quality, but 
to meet the requirements of the law they are sold and diluted, but 
-not below half proof strength.” 








MORE FREE POISONING BY AMERICAN 
TINNED MEAT PACKERS. 


y 

Dr. E. Gwynn, the Medical Officer of Health for Hampstead, 
“reported at the meeting of the Vestry last week, that “ the 
dangers that occasionally attend the consumption of tinned 
meats are well exemplified in the following interesting case.” 
He then quotes the experience of a gentleman who, on the 14th 
‘ult., had placed before himself, his wife and two children, a 
‘freshly opened tin of tongue, purchased in Hampstead :— 

Upon carving the tongue he noticed an unusual appearance and 
odour, and stopped his wife and the yonnger child from eating it— 
they had only just tasted it. He then divided an omelette with the 
fork he had used in carving the tongue. About twelve’ o'clock his 

- wife and the younger child were seized with uncontrolable vomiting 
-and diarrhea, and the wife also had severe pain and fell on the floor 
collapsed. Dr. Boulting, on being called in, found her almost pulse- 
‘less. The elder child was seized with sickness in the afternoon, and 
the father fell ;sick and faint, with cold perspirations. These two 
latter had not tasted the tongue, but had only eaten the omelette 
divided with the infected fork. All ultimately recovered, but the 
‘mother was very ill for some days. Upon inspection, Dr. Gwynn 
found the tinned tongue soft, dull in colour, wet and unwholesome 
looking, with absence of the jelly generally present in these tins. 
He sent the tongue to Mr. Stokes, the public analyst, and he reported 
-that it was “the most virulent sample of tinned meat that he had yet 
‘met with.’? The microscope showed portions of it to be decomposed, 
and the meat to be saturated with salts of iron, its poisonous nature 
‘being due to the corroding power of the decomposing meat juice on 
‘the containing iron vessel. In evidence of its great poisonous power, 
Mr. Stokes stated in his report that his assistant took a piece not 
larger than a shilling, and in five hours was seized with vomiting, 
diarrhea, and giddiness, the vomiting recurring at intervals for 
thirty hours afterwards. 
‘Dr. Gynnn, in his report, added, “A general caution to the 
public may be expressed that tinned meats which appeared wet, 
‘pappy, and emit a faint or putrid odour when opened, should not 
be eaten, but be carefully avoided.” 

The Pall Mall Gazette of November 28, publishes the 
following interview with Mr. Otto Hehner, which amply cor- 
roborates the complaints we have repeatedly made, that there 
is absolutely no check upon American and other foreign packers 
anning any kind of diseased meat. Mr. Hehner says:— 


INSANITARY SOLDER. 


‘ All the old cases of illness from eating tinned goods were atitri- 
“buted,” Mr. Hehner said, ‘‘ to lead poisoning. The inferior kinds of 
tin contain lead sometimes, but these have been almost entirely dis- 
earded by manufacturers. Solder always contains lead. Attempts 
‘have been made from time to time to discover a varnish that will 
protect the solder from the food acids, but such varnish naturally 
wears away intime. Some of the fatalities were no doubt due to 
lead-poisoning, but more probably were caused by ptomaines. 


Mysterious Porsons. 


‘‘ Ptomaines is the name given to the alkaloid poisons that bacteria 
-excrete, and it is possible to detect their presence in food. These 
alkaloids are formed independently of tins. All animal matter con- 
tains these bacteria. During a man’s lifetime, for instance, the 
organisms are within him, but are innocuous. After death they 
excrete the poisons to such an extent that the dissector sometimes 
contracts blood-poisoning and dies. In Germany ‘sausage poison- 
‘ing’ has long been a well-known cause of death. Cheese, again, is 
sometimes a deadly poison. These substances have in many cases 
@ distinct taste when extracted from the food materials, but their 
amount is mostly too minute to impart a warning taste to the food 
itself. 


which he said was exhibited in the bar, ‘‘ Notice.—All spirits sold at 
tl The bench dismissed the case. “i 
Samuel William Stanton, of the Two Brewers, was summoned for ™ 


‘whenever they can. 
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Beware Buiaine Tins. 
_“ Putrified meat is difierent, of course?’””—** There is no need to 
warn the public against putrified meat or fish—the badness is 


‘obvious. If the ends of the tin have bulged out the contents ought 


The Commissioners. of Sewers seize such tins 
But some dishonest traders will bore a hole, let 
Even if: the 


never to be eaten. 


the gases inside escape, and then solder up the hole, 
ends of the tin are flat the meat may contain ptomaines.” 


“‘No AcrpD THINGS SHOULD BE TINNED.” 

‘‘ What remedy do you recommend ?”—*‘ No acid things should be 
tinned. Fruit and vegetables—peaches, pineapple, tomatoes, &c.— 
of course contain the most acid, and are, therefore, the mo3t 
dangerous. The syrup should never be taken on any account. But 
meat acids also in degree have as great an affinity for lead. ‘Tins, 
from a commercial point of view, are excellent ; from a sanitary 
point of view, quite the reverse. Glass is more liable to be broken, 
ane is more expensive; tins will stand any amount of knocking — 
about. rt ; 

Tue NEED ‘For GovERNMENT INTERFERENCE. 

“But, after all, the presence of ptomaines is more dangerous. 
How can the public be guarded against poisoning from that 
source ?”’—‘* It is a question of national importance, and should be 
dealt with by Government. Ptomaines can only be present when 
the food is not sufficiently sterilized. You know that when the tins 
are filled they are heatad until steam issues from a pea-hole at the 
top. But some foods--lobster and salmon for instance—need 
longer heating to kill the bacteria than others. Manufacturers who 
turn out thousands upon thousands of tins are naturally anxious to 
get their machinery clear as soon as pogsible, and they cut the line 
very fine. Out of the millions of tinned goods, a few will always be 
insufficiently sterilized until conditions are laid down that will pre- 
vent such exceptions.” 


Wuy Nor Inspecrors or Tinnep Foops? 

‘First of all, the Government should try to discover more about 
the mysterious ptomaines, and then decide the time necessary in 
different cases for complete sterilization. We have inspectors of 
fresh meat—why not inspectors of tinned stuffs? The difficulty is 
that almost all the tinned foods are imported from America and 
elsewhere. At present research as to the nature of ptomaines is left 
to private enterprise and the disinterested enthusiasm of scientists. 
No experiments need be made on men or lower animals; chemical 
science should be sufficient to discover what is necessary for sterili- 
zition. About thirty years ago these animal alkaloids were known, 
but little importance was attached to them until they were con- 
sidered from a toxological point of view. Might not, people said, 
this or that person have been wrongly convicted of poisoning, when, 
after all, death was due to natural causes ? 

‘« No, at present none is to blame for these fatalities which occur 
from time to time. They are simply due to inadequate knowledge 
of the bacteria and how to sterilize them.” 





THE DAILY CHRONICLE ON SOMERSET HOUSE. 





In its issue of November 25th, the Daily Chronicle says :— 

“The retail dealer may certainly regard it as a genuine grievance 
that inspectors under the provisions of the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Act are not compelled to take samples from wholesale houses and 
from manufacturers. This was the chief complaint of the deputation 
of grocers who waited yesterday upon the President of the Local 
Government Board, It is hard, too, for the dealers over the counter 
that they should have no clear legal defin:tion of their position under 
the Act as to warranty. Surely it is but a reasonable proposition 
that the way food is described in an invoice should be regarded as @ 
warranty in law. If a wholesale dealer charges his customer for 
what is described in the invoice as ‘‘ coffee” or as “sugar,” the 
buyer should undoubtedly be placed in the position of a person who 
has received a warranty that both are unadulterated. Among the 
proposals made yesterday to Sir W. Foster was one to the effect that 
it should be compulsory for the magistrates, at the request-of either 
of. the persons concerned, to order the goods in question to be 
analysed at Somerset House. Unfortunately, however, the standard 
adopted there is not always regarded by chemists as satisfactory.” ; 

On the 28th our contemporary, referring to the astounding. 
analysis of Bovril by Mr. Harkness, to which we referred in our 
last number, says :— 

If the statements made in the current issue of our scientific con- 
temporary Foop, Druas, AnD Drinx are capable of proof, an inquiry 
should at once be made as to the rules to which ,Government 
ana'ysts and referees at Somerset House, under the Act framed for 
the prevention of adulteration, are expected to conform. We find in 
that journal what is alleged to be the copy of a certificate setting 
forth the constituents of a certain preparation of food, and strongly 
recommending it as all that can be desired for persons in poor 
health. This certificate, it is declared, is signed by a Somerset 
House chemist who is actually one of the referees under the Act in 
question. We do not hesitate to say that if official analysts are 
ailowed to give testimonials to firms in order that such certificates 
may be advertised for trade purposes a state of things will be created 
which the public must earnestly deprecate. It is no part of the 
business of a Government analyst either to give medical opinions as 
to what is most fitting for the nourishment of ailing peop’e or to 
indulge in panegyrics on the quality of what ‘is submitted to him 
ona particular occasion by the person interested in promoting its 
sale. 

With all of which we cordially agree, but has Somerset House- 
not one word to say for itself ? 
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CIRCULAR NOTES, 


Sartors’ Bap Foop. 


Mr. MuUnDELLA was not very Paha with the deputation 
that waited upon him last week on the subject of sailors’ food, 
although he professed to be so. The deputation was promoted 


by the Sailors’ and Firemen’s Union, and its members ventilated 


a very old grievance. It is within the knowledge of everyone 
who has had any connection with shipping that the mercantile 
seaman is the worst fed creature on the face of the earth, his 
treatment even on the best ships being slightly worse than that 
of a pauper on land. We do not now speak of passenger vessels, 
on which he fares pretty well; but to cargo vessels, and especially 
sailing ships. Between dishonest ship chandlers and unscrupulous 
shipowners the unfortunate seaman on a long voyage is ina 
cleftstick, he has often to subsist on weevily biscuits and 
mahogany salt junk, with no limejuice to counteract the 
debilitating effects of the saline food, and no medicine chest to 
fall back on if he cannot assimilate the rotten stuff which is 
served out to him. One shipowner who sat in the last Parlia- 
ment made an unenviable notoriety by his evil treatment of the 
men who made his large fortune. That was years ago, but 
things are only improved in a degree. Thereis yet a great deal 
of fraud and injustice practised on the unfortunate sailor which 
it will need all the activity of the inspectors under the new Act 
to prevent. The deputation wished to suggest that men of 
practical experience, such as ex-stewards or ship’s cooks should 
be appointed as inspectors. Mr. Mundella was horror-stricken 
to think that a ship could be detained ‘at the instance of a 
cook ;” and he seemed to think that an “ expert,” such as had 
been appointed, knew more about sailors’ food than the sailors 
themselves. We agree with the deputation, and we do not agree 
with Mr. Mundella. Unless the “experts” are men who have 
eaten sailors’ food they cannot be proper judges of what is good 
or bad ; and we may tell Mr. Mundella that the chalking of a 
cask by a Board of Trade “ expert” will by no means assure the 
seaman that the contents are “ perfectly good” unless that 
“ expert” is a man who has been accustomed to serve out rations 
after they have been in cask for six months. 


Rorren Russtan Eaas. 


An instructive lesson is taught by the case of Stedman v. 
Chate and another in the Lord Chief Justice’s Court, on the 
22nd ult. Messrs. Chate & Co. sold Mr, Stedman 20,000 Russian 
eggs two years ago at 8s.a 100. When he opened the cases he 
found that 2,500 were bad, and he thought he was entitled to 
damages on the ground that there was an “implied” undertak- 
ing that the eggs were fit for human consumption. Messrs. 
Chate denied that they gave any such undertaking; and Mr. 
Stedman was non-suited. The reflection is irresistible that this 
decision, though strictly legal, is scarcely ‘equitable. At the 
price of 8s. a 100 Mr. Stedman was justified in believing that he 
was getting eggs that were reasonably fresh, as, in order to make 
a profit at that price, they would have to be retailed at about 10 
a shilling, which is the price for “ fresh” eggs; and at this price 
the consumer would not expect to get 12} per cent. of bad ones. 
The case is also instructive to the British and Irish producer. 
Why should we have to pay 8s. a 100 for inferioc Russian or 
French eggs when we can supply really good eggs in this country 
at the price? It only requires organisation to prevent three 
millions sterling from finding its way into the pocket of the 
foreigner for supplying us with eggs. Why does not someone 
organise a corps of higglers in England, Ireland, and Scotland, 
to collect eggs from the farmers and cottagers? The breeding of 
poultry would thereby be encouraged, and a source of substantial 
revenue be created among those who now most need it. 





THE MANUFACTURE OF IcE CREAMS. 


The same Committee has declared that it would be impractica- 
ble to promote legislation to prevent the use of impure or infected 
milk in ice creams, unless they were prepared to deal with other 
industries in which milk is employed. We think this is a very 
lame and impotent conclusion. As well might the Committee de- 
clare that it is impracticable to prevent the importation and sale 
of wooden nutmegs unless Parliament was prepared to deal with 
allindustries in which wood wasemployed. The ice cream question 
stands by itself, and at present it stands very badly. In the 
first place, ice cream seldom has any cream in at all; and in the 
second, it is manufactured often amid the filthiest surroundings. 
The least that the Council could do would be to recommend that 
proper and regular inspection of all places where ice cream is 
made, and the power should be given to sanitary officers to pro- 
hibit the manufacture of the stuff in undesirable places. 





INADEQUATE Finzs. | 


Some of the county authorities are beginning to be impressed 
by a sense of the futility of ordering prosecutions for adultera- 


tion when magistrates will only inflict fines which are mere flea- 


bites to the adulterator, or no fines at all. Note the comment of 
theKent County Council Weights and Measures Committee ; and 
the report of the Wiltshire County Council that they failed to: 
convict in two cases in Westbury district, in which coffee was 
found to be adulterated with 50 per cent. and 93 per cent. of 
chicory respectively. The latter was called on the label “a 
blend of the finest chicory with carefully selected coffees.” The 
blenders “ carefully selected ” precious little coffee. 


Potice SUPERINTENDENTS AS Foop INsPEcToRS. 


It has no doubt escaped the notice of many county bodies. 
that as superintendents of police have ceased to hold the power 
of inspecting weights and measures, they have also ceased to. 
possess the powers of collecting food samples for analysis except 
they have been specially re-appointed and authorised by the. 
County Council. The Wiltshire County Council have called 
attention to the matter, and have placed this authority in the 
hands of the superintendents. We hope that all other county 
authorities will do likewise, as we know of no better officers to 
discharge the duty faithfully and well than the heads of the 
police, except of course in those places where special food 
inspectors are employed. 


Bap Foop at St. HELEns. 
St. Helens is becoming as notorio1s as Preston as a depository 


for bad food, but the authorities, represented by Inspector Smirth- — 


waite, are much more prompt in detecting the foul stuff and 
in prosecuting the sellers of it. Inspector Smirthwaite reported 
to the Corporation Health Committee, that during the year 
ended 31st October 8,467 animals had been slaughtered for food 
in St. Helens. The meat had been periodically inspected, and 
he found 34cwts. 92lbs. of meat unfit for human food, in addition 
to which 4 tons 10 cwts 56 lbs of “wet” fish, 254 boxes of 
“ haddies,” 22 boxes of herrings, 96 boxes of kippers, 52 bags of 


mussels, four baskets of prawns, one basket of shrimps, 90: — 


rabbits, 19 geese, 20 ducks, and three fowls had been condemned. 
as unfit for food. 





A Sensisre Fine at Last. 


William Brown, of South Grove, Mile End, was summoned on 
the 23rd ult., by R. Phillips, the Marylebone Sanitary Inspector 


for selling a pint of milk adulterated with about one per cent. of . 


starch, which was added thereto after sixty-six per cent. of milk 
fat had been removed. Mr. Greenwell prosecuted on behalf of 
the Marylebone Vestry. Mr. Hannay said‘a fraud of an artful: 
kind had been perpetrated by adding the starch to the milk, and’ 
as the defendant had been fined before, he would now inflict the: 
maximum penalty and order him to pay £20, with 2s. costs We 
are heartily glad to see that Mr. Hannay, unlike many London 
magistrates, recognizes that ridiculous fines of 2s. 6d. and like 
amounts are no deterrent to fraud. We commend this sensible- 
fine of the Mile End milk dealer to the attention of his brother 
magistrates and to Mr. Biron in particular. 


THE MARGARINE QUESTION IN MANCHESTER. 


Mr. Jump, the Secretary of the Manchester and Salford 
Grocers’ Association, declared at a recent meeting of that body 
that 


“In his opinion there was something a great deal worse than: 
selling their butters, and that was the sale of margarine as butter. 
This dishonest practice prevailed in some parts of the city of 
Manchester to an alarming extent, and he thought the authorities 
would be much better employed if they would look more closely after 
these unprincipled traders. (Cheers.) He (Mr. Jump) produced 
three samples of ‘ butter’ sold at 1s., 1s. 1d., and 1s. 2d. per pound, 
and this so-called butter was margarine pure and simple. (‘ Shame.’), 
Some people were doing an enormous trade in that way, and the 
committee of that Association had decided to take some definite and 
determined action with a view to putting a stop to these dishonest. 
practices. (Hear, hear.) Some people were visited by the inspector 
a great deal oftener than they should be, while others were not 
visited often enough, and perhaps not at all. He had come across. 
some official figures which disclosed a rather curious fact. Through- 
out the kingdom the number of samples taken averaged one to every 
11,000 of the population. Supposing there was one grocer to every 
thousand (but tuere would be three or four) he would, on the same: 
basis, only receive one visit from the inspector in eleven years. He 
(the secretary) had had six or eight visits in six months, whereas, 
according to the above calculation, he ought only to be visited once- 
in eleven years.” 


It has always been to us a matter of surprise that large stores 
appear to be rarely if ever visited by the inspectors. Some of 
these are no doubt scrupulously careful to vend only genuins 
articles, but that is no reason why samples should not be 
regularly taken from such and analysed. 
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Cottosat Fraups By soME Larce SaopKeePers 


In a conversation the other day with the vendor oi a patent 
butter blending machine, he informed us that within a six-mile 
radius from his shop in London over forty of the butter blending 
machines were at work, mixing water and margarine with 
butter, and that one large firm owning shops all over the 
country had four “ extra large machines made for them capable of 
taking six-hundredwetght at atime.” Every ounce of this sells 
as pure butter. What chance has the ordinary honest retail 

rocer against fraud on such a gigantic scale as this? Of course 
@ is undersold and driven into the bankruptcv court. We hope 
our readers, especially inspectors in London, Manchester, Liver- 
pool, etc., will visit these stores, take samples of the spurious 
butter, etc., vended by the fraudulent traders and protect the 


public against what is one of the meanest swindles at present 


disgracing the grocery trade. 





How To Dra wItH THE “INSANITARY VESTRY Ganas.” 


The Sanitary authority at Westminster is evidently in earnest, 
and their action and that of Sanitary Inspector, McNair deserves 
hearty commendation :— 


**Among a number of summonses under the Public Health Act 
before Mr. Shiel, at the Westminster Police Court on the 23rd ult., 
in which the Vestry of Westminster were the complainants 
were several against Mr. William Smith, a member of the same 
Véstry, for alleged sanitary neglect and delay in carrying out neces- 
sary sanitary works in respect of houses owned by him in Marsham 
Street, Westminster. Mr. Warrington Rogers, who appeared for the 
Vestry, said that Mr. Smith, though a Vestryman, gave the 
Sanitary authorities a lot of trouble, and would neither comply with 
notices, intimations, or orders in respect of his property. In regard 
to a particular summons for penalties for non-compliance with an 
order of the Court to execute works at 25, Marsham Street, Sanitary 
Inspector McNair, deposed that a ventilating pipe from a drain was 
near windows, and that in the area there was an escape of sewer gas. 
Mr. Lovett, for the defence, maintained that he was entitled to prove 
that reasonable diligence had been used, and that there was 
practically nothing left to do. He had-the builder present. The 
Magistrate : If you fail to prove it absolutely I will inflict the full 
penalty of £1 a day—£16 in all—and make you pay the costs too. 
On behalf of the Vestry there was an offer to extend the time to com- 
plete the work, and Mr. Lovett agreed to it. Evidence by the parish 
officials was given on other summenses against the same defendant 
for orders in respect of sanitary work at other houses. The orders 
were made, and a guinea costs in each case allowed the parish.’’ 


The game of getting on to Vestries to hamper the work of the 
Medical Officer of Health and muzzle the sanitary inspector has 
had far too long an innings. We are pleased to note this manly, 
earnest action of the Westminster authorities, and only regret 
that Mr. Shiel did not properly support them by inflicting a sut- 
stantial fine. There is only one way to deal with owners of in- 
sanitary property—to make their pockets smart. 








THE MERCHANDISE MARKS ACT. 


LARD PROSECUTIONS. 


On the 23rd ult., at Manshester, Mr. Jas. Kilvert, pork butcher, 
Stretford-road, and Messrs. N. Kilvert & Sons (Limited), lard refiners, 
Mark-lane, Withy-grove, Manchester, were summoned for an alleged 
infringement of the Merchandise Marks Acts, by applying a false 
description to their ‘pure lard.”” The summonses were taken out at 
the instigation of the Provision Curers’ Association of Ulster. Mr. 
J. Paxton appeared for the prosecution, and Mr. Parry defended. Mr. 
Paxton said the information was laid under Section 2 of the Merchan- 
dise |Marks Act, 1887, and the charge was that the label used by 
Messrs. Kilvert was misleading, and, in fact, conveyed a false descrip- 
tion of the lard sold by them. The label was used on all their 
‘‘crocks’’ and pails, and was in circular form. In large letters it 
bore the words, ‘“ Kilvert’s pure lard,’”’ and in smaller letters, sur- 
rounding a figure of Britannia (which is Mesars. Kilvert’s trade mark), 
were the words, ‘‘ English refined.’’ It was admitted that Messrs. 
Kilvert got all their lard from America, and, although they subjected 
it to a process of purification or refining, if was still American lard ; 
but an ordinary person, on reading Messrs. Kilvert’s label, would at 
once come to the conclusion that it was Englith lar! manufactu ed 
by Messrs. Kilvert. That was the false description complained of — 
that it purported to be English lard, whereas it was American. 

Mr. John Moore, of 25, Dublin-road, Belfast, secretary to the 
Provision Curers’ Association of Ulster, and also secretary to the 
Belfast and North of Ireland Grocers’ Association, said he purchased 
a ‘crock ”’ of Kilvert’s pure lard at the shop of Mr. James Kilvert, 
129, Stretford-road, Manchester, on 31st May last. It was sold as 
American lard. Cross-examined by Mr. Parry: Do you know that 
Messrs. Kilvert have a great reputation for their American refined lard? 
—lI don’t know ; it doesn’t seem to be much known in Belfast. But 
you find they are pretty well known here ?—Well, I could not get their 
lard in Liverpool, and had te come to Manchester for it. 











(Laughter.) 


Do then two associations, of which you are secretarv, exist for the 
purpose of prosecuting trade rivals ?—No, but they wish to see an 
article sold for what it really is. Everybody has a right to protect 
his own trade. Continuing, witness admitted that American lard 
had to be refined, but he also knew that Kilvert’s ‘‘ would not stand 
up in the bladders.” He believed American lard would not be fit for 
domestic use unless it were refined. Mr. Parry: and do you know 
that on account of the purity of Kilvert’s lard it is largely used by 
chemists and in hospitals for making ointments, &c.? Witness: I 
know nothing about that, but I know that Belfast lard is better than 
it. (Laughter.) Do you know that American lard, refined and sent 
over to this country, bas not been found very good?—I know there 
have been prosecutions about it. Yes. and that it has been found to 
contain cottonseed oil and all sorts of things. Do you know that . 
Messrs. Kilvert instituted these prosecutions ?—No. And you be- 
lieve those prosecutions were right? YesIdo. Do you know that 
American refined Jard—that is lard refined in America —has been 
found to be largely adulterated with cottonseed oil?—Yes, it has 
been found to contain not only cottonseed oil but stearine. Under 
these circumstances is it not important it should be known that 
Kilvert’s lard is refined in England ?—Yes; and it is important also 
it shonld be known that it is American lard. We admit it is 
American.—Yes, bt everyhody doesn’t know it. Mr. Nicholas 
Kilvert, managing director of Messrs. N. Kilvert & Sons (Limited), 
was ca!led, and said nearly all the lard they used was American. 
The firm had such a Jarge business that they could not get one- 
twentie'h part of the lard they required in England. The refining 
process they adopted took out all impurities from the lard, and the 
firm’s lard was noted for its purity. On this account it was used by 
chemists and in public institutions. Some seven yoars ago the firm 
began to use on their trade-mark label the words ‘ English refined.” 
They did this to show the public that they were not buying American 
refined, which has been found to be highly adulterated. Mr. Parry: 
And from that time until now there has never been any misappre- 
hension ? Witness : None whatever. Except by the Belfast Associa- 
tion ?—Except by the Belfast Association. (Laughter.) 


The Stipendary Magistrate said, after hearing Mr. Kilvert’s explan- 
ation as to the reason for using the words ‘‘ English refined,’’ he 
was of opinion the label was not misleading, and if the decision of 
the case had been left with him he should have dismissed the sum- 
mons; but the complainants had a right to elect to have the case 
decided by a jury, either at the assizes or the sessions, and if they 
decided to take that course they must be bound over to prosecute. 
Mr. Paxton: After the expression of opinion from your worship, may 
I ask for an adjournment, in order that we may consider what course 
to take? At the adjournment we shall be able to state whether we 
intend to carry the case any further. The case was then adjourned for a 
fortnight. 


At the Liverpool City Police Court, on the 22nd ult., before Mr. 
Stewart, stipendiary magistrace, two informations were heard in 
which persons were charged with an infringement of the Merchandise 
Marks Act. Both informations were laid by Edmund Burton 
Morriss. The first information was against Messrs. Lewis & Sons, 
clothiers, &c., Ranelagh-street, for that they had, on May 81 last, 
unlawfully in their possession, for sale, lard, to which a false trade 
description was applied, contrary to Section 2 of the Merchandise 
Marks Act, 1867. The description complained of consisted of a 
label having in the centre a boar’s head, and on each side the 
words ‘‘ V'rade Mark.’’ Over and below the boar’s head were 
the words—‘ Original. Bancroft & Co. Warranted Pure Lard. 
Liverpool. Patentees’’ The second information was against Messrs. 
Bancroft & Co. (Limited), lard refiners, Liverpool, for applying, on 
the same date, a false trade description to the same goods. Mr. 
Paxton, local solicitor to the Board of Trade, appeared for the prose- 
cution, and Mr. Mulholland, of the Northern Circuit, instructed by 
Mr. Radcliffe, represented the defendants. 


John Moore, 25, Dublin-road, Belfast, secretary of the provision 
Curers’ Association of Ulster, was then called, and said that on May 
31 last he went to Lewis & Son’s shop in Ranelagh-street, Liverpool, 
and asked if they had Kilvert’s American lard. The assistant said it 
was out of stock, but the man had gone to the station for it, and it 
would be there inan hour. He went out and returning to the shopin 
an hour’s time, received the tin produced, for which he paid 1s.8d.. He 
asked the shopman if it was American lard, and he replied,‘ yes.’? Mr 
Mullholland : What is this Provision Curers’ Association of Ulster? 
You have been memorialising the Board of Trade to begin these prose- 
cutions, have you not? Witness: No, we sent them our report, but 
did not press them to prosecute. Mr. Mullholland: What do you 
Belfast people want if Bancroft’s name is on? Witness: We want 
him to put on what the lard is. Mr..Mu'lholland: You think he 
should say this is American lard? Witness: yes; when it is Ameri- 
can lard we want it put on. The Stipendiary: Is American lard 
better ? Witness: No; It is a great deal worse. Mr. Mullholland: 
But it is a great deal cheaper. William Mizen, 64, Rappart-road, 
Seacombe, stated that in May last year he was buver in the grocery 
and provision department of Lewis’s. They had in stock Bancroft 
and Co.’s lard with similar labels to the one produced. The lard 
was purchased from Bancroft & Co. When purchased by Lewis’s, 
all the tins were labelled as the one produced. On one occasion they 
got a parcel of tins unlabelled. As a rule they were all labelled. 
The Stipendiary wished to knowif the evidence was actually the same 
in each case. Mr. Paxton said it was applicable to both cases. The 
witness proceeded to say that the lard was well known in their 
establishment. It was sold as American lard, and they purchased it 
from Bancroft’s, knowing it to be American lard. The further hear. 
ing of the information was then adjourned. 
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GROCERS AND ADULTERATION. 
DEPUTATION TO ‘THE LOCAL GOVERNMENT BOARD. 


On the 24th ult., an important deputation from the Federation of 
Grocers’ Associations of the United Kingdom waited upon Sir Walter 
Foster, M.P., Parliamentary Secretary to the Local Government 
Board, at the offices of the Board, on the subject of the Sale of Food 
and Drugs and the Margarine Acts. Sir Walter Foster was accom- 
panied by Mr. Adrian, assistant secretary, and Mr. Preston Thomas, 
of the Public Health Act. The deputation included Mr. F. C. Frye, 
M.P, (London), Sir William Pink, J.P. (Portsmouth), Mr. Alderman 
Barrow (Birmingham), Mr. Henry Cushen (London), Mr. Richard 
Grice (London), Mr. 8. Searle (Manchester), Mr. M. P. Beverley 
(London), Mr. J. Weeden, Mr, J. P. Rose, Mr. G. A. Gillott, Mr. T. 
FP. Ling, Mr. W. C. Crake, Mr. W. C. Clarke (hon. sec. of the Federa- 
tion), and Mr. Palmer Bryant. 

Mr. F. C. Frye, M.P., in briefly introducing the deputation, spoke 
of its important character, and said that it represented about 50,000 
persons. The object they had in interviewing Sir Walter Foster was 
to point out some of the inconveniences arising out of the operation 
of the Food and Drugs Acts. The deputation consisted of practical 
grocers and men of business, who thoroughly understood the working 
of those Acts, and also of the Margarine Act, which they wished to 
see more consistently and systematically enforced. 


Tue ApDULTERATION Act —CoFFEE. 


Mr. Alderman Barrow (Birmingham) said he should like to point 


out that it was the object of the Federation to do nothing to check 
adulteration. They believed that the Adulteration Act had done a 
very large amount of good in that respect—in checking adulteration, 
but they believed that in some cases the present system or want of 
system, or want of law, really worked very injuriously upon the 
trade, and in many cases reflected upon them when they were 
perfectly innocent. Especially was that so,as the Act was chiefly 
enforced against the retail dealer. They believed in the plea adopted 
under the Margarine Act, by which the mere statement that the 
article sold was butter was accepted as a warranty that it was 
butter, whereas with regard to other articles the Act required that a 
written warranty should be furnished. They thought that it was 
rather hard that the retailer should be made responsible for the fault 
probably of the wholesale dealer, and they thought that in that 
respect all articles should follow the line of the Margarine Act— 
namely, that where an article was invoiced as butter, or as any 
other article, the person so invoicing it should be the responsible 
party. But what he desired especially to speak upon was with 
reference to coffee and chicory. They knew, with regard to what 
was called the adulteration of coffee with chicory, that it was not 
done by the grocer for the purpose of adulteration—it was simply 
done to supply the taste of the public. The public demanded that 
the coffee in many cases—in a very large number of cases—should 
be mixed with chicory. Coffee itself was too weak a drink for them, 
and chicory gave a much thicker substance, which the people liked, 
and they demanded that the article should be mixed with chicory. 
But, of course, when it was sold with chicory, the coffee was sold at a 
much lower price than without it. He might say that there was no 
defrauding of the Revenue, because chicory paid nearly as high a 
duty as coffee itself. While, at the present time, the price of any- 
thing like drinkable coffee was about 1s. 2d. in Mincing-lane, the 
public were demanding coffee (or what was called coffee) at some- 
thing like 1s. per lb., and they got the article mixed with chicory. 
In fact, sometimes coffee was sold as low as Is. per lb. 

Sir Water Foster: You mean, I suppose, that it is coffee and 
chicory that is sold at 1s. per lb. ? 
_ Mr. Alderman Barrow: Yes. What the deputation complain of 
is the very varying decisions given in the magistrates’ courts. He 
would mention a case which occurred only this month at Newport- 
Pagnell, where the local analyst certified that there was 94 per cent. 
of chicory in the mixture. That was to say, there was only 6 per 
cent. of coffee init. Well, that coffee was sent to Somerset House, 
and it was found by the analyst there that the proportion of chicory, 
instead of being 94 per cent., was only 314 percent! That certainly 
showed that the local analyst did not know his business, or did not 
understand how to analyse coffee. Then, again, in October of this 
year, at Pontypridd, in Wales he supposed, there was a case in which 
the mixture was said to contain 73 per cent. of coffee and 27 per 
cent. of chicory. The magistrate in that case actually fined the 
grocer (although the article was properly marked), aud he had to pay 
£2 and costs. But, he believed, that was to be appealed against in 
the Court of Queen’s Bench. In the same Court, precisely the same 
quality, and precisely the same mixture, was allowed to pass in 
oe case, which was dismissed. 

ir WaLTER Foster: Do you say that in the ver —i 

the court at Popinndds tie eoesd 2 pA Shea iid 

Mr. Alderman Barrow: Yes; in the very same court. He would 
he added, quote another case, that of a Mr. Wilson, who was charged 
with selling coffee with 70 per cent. of chicory in it, and who was 
fined £2. At the court, Colonel Short, Her Majesty’s inspector, was 
asked if 70 per cent. of chicory was allowed as a mixture, and he 
replied that it was not, and that not even 40 per cent. could be sold 
as amixture. Therefore it would be seen that very varied decisions 
had been given on that very important subject. 

Sir WaLTER Fostrer: In the case at Pontypridd, were they the 
Same mixtures of so-called coffee, containing the same percentage of 
chicory? Was one defendant subjected to a penalty and the other 

















case dismissed;.were there no other circumstances with regard to 
the label, &c. ? 
Mr. Alderman Barrow: No; in all thesé cases they were labelled 


as a mixture of coffee and chicory according to law. 


Sir Watrer Foster: But were there no special circumstances in 
either case to justify the different decisions? . y whew 

Mr. Alderman Barrow: I have not been able to learn that there 
was any difference whatever. It was to be seen from that, and from 
another case at Barnard Castle, in which. the mixture was said to 
contain 91 per cent. of chicory, that was to say, only 9 per cent. of 
coffee, that there was ground for complaint. In the Barnard Castle 
case the mixture was referred to Somerset House, and Somerset — 
House declared that the proportion of chicory was only 31 per cent. 
and not 94. The two analysts varied by no less than 60 per cent. 
Thus they certainly wanted something more decisive than was found 
in the analyst’s decisions. He had nothing to complain of in the 
matter, so far as Birmingham was concerned, and did not come to 
say anything against the Birmingham authorities. He came on 
behalf of the grocers throughout the country. They thought that 
some definite law or statement should be produced as to what really 
was adulteration in this matter: Many-of them, and he was one of 
those who desired to conduct their business honestly, found that 
they might be brought up at the police-court when they were merely 
obeying the law. In their opinion, therefore, there shculd be some 
more definite decision, and that some inspectors and analysts should 


_ understand their business better than they appeared to do now. 


(Hear, hear.) 
Siz Wiiiram Pinxr’s View. 


Sir W. Pink (Portsmouth) followed, and said that while not 
desiring to take up much time, he should like to point out what he 
cousidered was the best means of getting out of the difficulty. He 
was old enough to remember the history of chicory and coffee from 
its commencement. Some years ago some coffee traders thought 
that chicory was interfering with the coffee trade, and an Act was 
passed disallowing the mixture of chicory with coffee. After a cer- 
tain time, however, the coffee planters found that instead of their 
trade increasing as they thought it would, it was very rapidly 
diminishing. And then the Government were induced to revert to 
the plan of allowing the mixture of chicory with coffee as before. 
Then there was another agitation, and an Act was passed for the 
purpose of not allowing the mixture. But it was said that one would 
imagine that a short way out of the difficulty would be for the public 
themselves to buy the coffee separately in one packet and the chicory — 
in another, and mix it themselves. But they found that a very great 
difficulty. Those who knew anything about chicory knew that it 
contained nearly 90 per cent. of water, and therefore it had to be 
cut up and roasted, and the water dispelled. In that state chicory 
was as absorbent as any substance of which he was aware. 
On the. other hand, however, coffee was a _ preparation 
which was dry, and when roasted. it contained a very large 
amount of aroma. And if they took the two substances together they 
would find that the absorbent properties of the chicory gathered the 
aroma of the coffee. That that was so was shown conclusively when 
the mixture of the two substances was allowed. The two substances 
together formed a much better article than if either were sold separ- 
ately. What the deputation wanted now was a definition of what 
might be mixed together for the purpose of constituting an article of 
trade; and his association, upon his suggestion, passed a resolution, 
which was received and adopted by the Federation of Manchester, 
to the effect that a mixture of chicory and coffee, assuming it was 
labelled, should be half-and-half. The publie liked the mixture in 
about equal quantities, and a mixture of chicory and coffee should be 
labelled up to that amount as a mixture of chicory and coffee; and 
if there were anything beyond 50 per cent. of chicory in the mixture, 
it should be so stated on the label. (Hear, hear.) For instance, if 
they had a mixture consisting of 60 per cent. of chicory and 40 per 
cent. of coffee, that should be stated on the label. At present some 
persons had an idea that if they had a label on the mixture, it would 
cover 90 per cent. of chicory to 10 per cent. of coffee; but he called 
that dishonesty. If there were two traders, side by side, selling 
chicory and coffee, and one used 80 per cent. of chicory with 20 per 
cent. of coffee, whilst the other used half-and-half, the latter would 
suffer from the dishonesty of the former; the difference was so very 
material that the one would be in a much better position than the 
other. If they should have a label defining the amount when there 
was more than 50 per cent. of chicory, both the public and the trade 
would be protected, and the whole thing would work well. All that 
the trade required was a fair arrangement which they could under- 
stand. As to the Margarine Act, he supposed it was known that in 
France at the present time margarine was not allowed to be coloured 
the same as butter. There was a large margarine manufactory at 
Southampton doing a very important trade, and he would not like 
to interfere with it. He did not think that the public themselves 
were injured at all by the sale of margarine. In fact, they got a 
very serviceable article at a moderate price, and if anything were 
done which tended to injure that trade, butter would increase in 
price. What they wanted was a simplification of the Act in its 
application. (Hear, hear.) 


Tue MarcarIne Act, 


Mr, Henry CusHen (chairman of the Federation) stated that he 
would like to correct Mr. Alderman Barrow’s remarks as to the cost 
of coffee in Mincing Lane, and also to point out that he did not 
explain that persons who sold mixtures of chicory and coffee always 
used the finest coffee bevause that was the best plan. No one 
knowing his business would think of using a low-priced coffee for 
that purpose. In support of Sir W. Pink, he (Mr. Cushen) would 
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. like to refer to the case of Horder v. Adams, in which there was 72 
per cent. of chicory and 28 per cent. of coffee. In that case the price 

- was taken into consideration. One point which,they looked upon as 
_ & grievance was that most magistrates would pot take the price at 
which the mixture was sold into consideration: They (the sellers) 
considered that it formed a very important part of the case, and that 
it should be taken into account at all times. The first point he was 
_ instructed to bring forward was that of the Margarine Act. They, as 
_ traders, said that they did not come forward that day to deal with the 
_ Act in any antagonistic spirit. (Hear, hear.) They appreciated the 
Act very much, and thought its operation had been beneficial to the 

_ honest retail tradesman. In the carrying out of the Act, however, 
they found that many inequalities arose, and tbat much injustice 
was done to the retailer. Taking first the Margarine Act, they said, 
and they believed that they were justified in saying, that when it was 
passed it was intended to deal with all cases of margarine and butter 
substitutes, and that it was to be taken quite apart from the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act. That was particularly. noticeable, because in 
the Sale of Food and Drugs Act one offence was visited with imprison- 
ment, and that was not embodied in the Margarine Act. In many 

_ parts of the country the Margarine Act seemed to be wholly unknown, 
inasmuch as the inspectors took out their summones under the Sale 
of Food and Drugs Act. This was a great injuetice to the tradesman, 
because under the Margarine Act he had a good ground of defence— 
first, the invoice was a warranty, and secondly, he had an opportunity 
of bringing his assistant into court in the event of any fault having 
been committed by him with the concurrence of the employer, 
Therefore, actions taken under the Food and Drugs Act did away 
with those grounds of defence, namely, with the use of the invoice as 
a warranty, and the putting of the assistant into the witness-box. 
(Hear, hear.) Then they wished also to point out, in regard to the 
Margarine Act, that, while it was good and sufficient in all its parts, 
it was somewhat laxly carried out. If the inspector was to direct 
his attention to the manufacturers of margarine, instead of dealing 
exclusively with the distributor of the commodity, he would stop the 
flow at the fountain-head. Margarine was sold as butter. It was 
made and sold not only as butter, but through the action of the 
inspectors the manufacturers could not be made parties to a suit 
because the officials took out the summonses under the Nale of Food 
and Drugs Act. This precluded them from bringing the right parties 

into court. 

Sir Water Foster : I should have thought the Margarine Act was 
preses by the Legislature to prevent margarine being sold as 

utter. 

Mr. CusHEN replied that undoubtedly it was; but the simple fact 
was that packages emanating from manufacturers, and which were 
labelled ‘* pure,” this, that, or the other, came with an invoice, and 
warranted pure, but when the retailer was summoned, and tried to 
put in the invoice as a defence, he found the ground cut from under 
him, as the inspector took the summons out under the Food and 
Drugs Act. Therefore, the trade said they were justly aggrieved, by 
the simple fact that the proceedings were taken under the I‘ood and 
Drugs Act, and not under the one expressly passed to deal with 
margarine. (Hear, hear.) Passing now to Dr. Cameron’s Bill, Mr. 
Cushen said the measure was brought into the House of Commons 
with the co-operation of their Association, and, if it became law, it 
would provide a sufficient remedy for some of the grievances under 
which they laboured. With refereice to the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Act, he thought it was desirable to point out the serious position 
which honest retailers occupied under the Act, inasmuch as by the 
said clause every offence after a conviction for the first offence was a 
misdemeanour, for which a person was liable to be imprisoned for a 
period not exceeding six months, without hard labour. If the 
Legislature imposed such a penalty upon anyone, they should take 
sufficient means to see that those who manufactured were the 
persons who suffered, and not those who were merely agents in the 
distribution of the article. He thought that!a measure of the respon- 
sibility ought to be cast upon that body—the manufacturers—and 
that the whole brunt of the attack should not have to be borne by 
the retail distributor. Then there was Clause 5, which they found 
to be inoperative whenever it was endeavoured to carry it out. In 
practice that clause was totally disregarded by the magistrates, who 
threw the whole responsibility upon the retailer. As a matter of 
fact, any plea put forward by the defendant that he sold the goods 
precisely inthe same state as he received them, and did not know 
that they contained adulterating matter, was nearly always dis- 
regarded by the courts. Sub-section 1 of Clause 6, and Clause 8, 
dealt with somewhat the same question, and their contention was 
that it was not carried out in the interests of the general community, 
and that it was not administered in a manner just to the retail 
distributor. He could point to several cases in which 1t was simply 
impossible for the retailer to know that the article was a compound, 
or what constituted the compound. He would take the case tried at 
Pontypridd. That was an action in which a quarter of a pound of 
coffee, contained in a tin and labelled, was, on being analysed, said 
to include 70 per cent. of chicory, for which the purchaser was 
asked to pay 4d. He held that the person responsible for the article 
was the wholesale manufacturer, although the defendant was cast in 
a penalty of £2, including costs. He maintained that the sentence 
was most unjust, and not withio the strict meaning of the Act. It 
was the packer who should be fined, and not the retailer. He 
would take another case, that of Thomas Hughes, and in which the 
superintendent of police said distinctly, ‘‘ We cannot, according to 
the Act, charge the manufacturer.’’ Under the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act, manufacturers could not be charged and that was the 
evil of the Act. As at present framed and administered, the Act fell 


upon the innocent, making them pay the penalty, while the guilty | 
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‘they liked, they could say ‘“‘a pound of coffee.”’ 


escaped without any penalty whatever. If they were to turn to 
another case, in which an appeal was now pending—— 
Sir Waiter Foster : We had better not refer to that. 


Packet Goops—THE RETAILERS’ GRIEVANCE. 


Mr. CusHEen: Notice had been given to appeal in the case. There 
was, however, another case before the courts, of packed goods, or, if 
It was an article 
brought into consumption by means of energy and a large expendi- 
ture of money on the part of a manufacturer, who had brought it into 
use as an article of commerce. It was a good, nourishing, and 
harmless article. It was sold in packe's, which bore the manu- 
facturer’s name ; but this fact notwithstanding, the magistrate fined 
the defendant, saying, ‘‘ This is the only way to prevent adultera- 
tion ’’—that was, by fining the retailer! It was said in court, 
“Surely you will not visit the penalty upon this innocent man!” and 
the justice replied, ‘‘ This is the only way in which we can prevent 
adulteration.” The speaker next said he would like to draw attention 
to the report of the committee on adulteration, which satin 1874. 
That committee reported : ‘‘ Your committee therefore come to the 
conclusion that the sale of such mixtures or compounds is legal, and 
indeed needful to meet the public ‘requirements, provided the fact 
of its being a mixture is clearly indicated to the purchaser by label or 
notice affixed outside each packet or vessel in which such mixture is 
sold, or by a verbal declaration at the time of the sale, if that is 
practicable.’ That was the whole of their case, and if that were 
carried out the trade would be quite satisfied with the Act. Bui it 
was not carried out. They had to deal with the whims of justices, 
who, even supposing a label were put on, said, ‘‘ Yes; but how are 
you to know that the person receiving the article can read. You 
must do something more than have a label : ‘you mustimake a verbal 
declaration.” Thus the retailers were driven about from pillar to 
post till they did not know where they were. It was simply 
impossible for any man doing a considerable amount of business 
to be always behind the back of each of his assistants. The 
thousands of articles going through their shops every day made it 
simply impossible to do it. Then with regard to Clause 8; upon 
that question he would point out that the views of the trade 
generally were embodied in the Bill which bore the name of Dr. 
Cameron, and which had been before the tradé on several occasions 
and in various parts of the country, with the result that it had been 
confirmed and held up to be a fair statement, as far as the trade was 
concerned, of the vexed question of admixtures’ of coffee and 
chicory. sa 

Sir Water Foster: 
Bill. ae 

Mr. Cusuen thought that perhaps, for the information of gentle- 
men not conversant with the Bill, he might state that what was 
contended was that a label saying, “this ‘is sold as a mixture of 
coffee and chicory,” was held good wjp.-to & mixture of each 
article of 50 per cent.; up to 75 per cent, of chicory it should 
ba labelled, ‘* This is sold as a mixture of chicory and coffee,” and 
that if it went beyond 75 per cent. then the quantity contained in the 
packet should be declared. Whilst he did not wish to say anything 
which was disrespectful of the public analysts, he could not help 
expressing the opinion that as a body they were incompetent to carry 
out the equity. (Hear, hear.) He wished it to be distinctly uhder- 
stood that he was referring to the public analysts as distinguished 
from the Somerset House analysts,in whom the trade had the 
greatest confidence. (Hear, hear.)) They found that the different 
analyses were so varied and so unreliable that it positively amounted 
he might a'most.say, to a criminal injustice to the trade. The 
public analysts appointed under the Act disapproved of the Bill of 
Dr. Cameron, and apparently they, disapproved of any Act which 
should take away the liability from the retailer and make the 
manufacturers and wholesale dealers in any way responsible. It 
would seem that they, acted most invidiously, and their preference 
was shown by their dealing almost exclusively with poor, weak 
tradesmen, against whom they could obtain convictions, and ignoring 
the wealthy manufacturers, who were well able to take care of 
themselves, for fear of decreasing the number. of their con- 
victions. (Hear, hear.) If they looked as they should after the 
latter, one might almost say that their occupation, like Othello’s, 
would be gone. (Hear, hear, and laughter.) In fact, if their energies 
were equally applied to the manufacturers as to the retailers their 
occupation would be gone. 

Sir Water Foster: Do you mean to say that the Act would be- 
come a dead letter under those circumstances ? 

mr. CusH—en: No. WhatI mean is that the adulteration would 
very soon cease. What I mean to say is, that the retail dealers are 
simply the agents of the wholesale manfacturers, and whatever sin 
is committed is committed in the higher branches of the trade. 


Way Not TAKE SAMPLES FROM THE RETAILER ? 
If, Mr. Cushen continued, the inspector was given power to enter 
the manufactories and wholesale houses and take samples threfrom, 
the result would soon appear. It was well known to the inspectors 
that an immense amount of stuff came over here which was used for 
nefarious purposes. They knew where it went, and could put their 
hands upon it at once if they chose. But thoze places were allowed 
to go scot free to work their free will, and the innocent men were 
made to suffer. (Hear, hear.) If the Act was made to apply to the 
real sinners the adulteration would soon stop. He thought the sug- 
gestion a fair one which provided that the tradesman from whom the 
sample was taken should have the right to affix his seal or mark for 
purposes of identification, upon the sample which was purchased for 
analysis. (Hear, hear.) If he had the opportunity of doing that he 
would have the satisfaction of knowing that when it was dealt with 


Yes; I am quite conversant with the 
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by the Somerset House authorities it would reach them as it came 
from his shop. They had very good reaeon for making that suggestion, 
and for asking that that measure of justice should be done to them. 
(Hear, hear.) Their grievances were embodied in Dr. Cameron’s 
Bill. If the wholesale manufacturers were brought within the venue 
of the seventeenth clause of the Act, those he represented would feel 
that ample justice was being accorded them. Another clause which 
was a matter of grievance with them was the twentieth section, 
which dealt with the analysts, and with that he might take the clause 
dealing with the issuing of summonses. They said—and he hoped 
with some degree of justice — that both the analysis and the summons 
should be rendered within twenty-eight days; and that was the time 
according to the Act for perishable articles. At present summonses 
sometimes were not taken out for three or four morths after the 
sample had been purchased for analysis; and the result was that 
trequently in the meantime the assistant had left, and it was difficult, 
and sometimes impossible, for the defendant to obtain the evidence 
which would have been available had there not been such a long 
delay. Consequently he had to go into court with practically no 
defence. (Hear, hear. 

Mr. R. Grice (Chairman of the Federation Committee) said that 
he had been requested to speak on the subject of the Margarine Act, 
and as Mr. Cushen had spoken with reference to that Act, he (the 
speaker) would allude more particularly to its administration. It 
was well known to most of those who were engaged in the provision 
trade that there were very large quantities of margarine—many tons 
—sold weekly in London and in all the large towns and cities as 
butter. They did not object to its sale as margsrine, as they believed 
it to be a wholesome and very useful article of food, which was a 
a great boon, especially to the working people and the poorer classes, 
but it ought to be sold for what it was. (Hear, hear.) The present 
system of detecting and punishing offenders, they thought, was not as 
eff ctive as could be desired. Some twelve months ago the secretary 
of the Metropolitan Grocers’ and Provision Dealers’ Association, 
acting under the instruction of the Council, sent letters to every 
vestry or sanitary authority in the metropolis, calling their attention 
to the lax manner in which the Act was being carried out, but that 
did not appear to have had much effect. As they saw by the 
statistics recently published by the Home Office, the prosecutions in 
Scotland daring the four years the Act had been on the Statute 
Book only amounted to 48 cases. In England the number was 809, 
in Ireland 173, and in Wales 17. Now had the Act been properly 
enforced, these figures might have been multiplied by ten to the ad- 
vantage of the honest trader and the consumer also. (Hear, hear.) 
But to return to the case of London as compared with Liverpool, 
in London during the four years there were only 264 prosecutions 
and 218 convictions, whilst in Liverpool with, he supposed, about 
one-eighth of the population of the metropolis, there were 355 pro- 
secutions and 319 convictions, or one-third more prosecutions and 
convictions than in London. He thought those figures would con- 
vince Sir Walter Foster that the local authorities here should be 
urged to greater vigilance and activity. (Hear, hear.) Speaking on 
behalf of the honest tradesmen who wished to do their business in a 
proper and straightforward manner, he must say that they had a 
grievance against those who did not do it honestly, and against whose 
practices they could not compete. But the dishonest men would not 
have facilities if the inspectors did their duty. (Hear, hear.) In 
conclusion, he said that the figures he had given showed that the 
authorities in London and generally, should be stirred up to greater 
vigilance and activity. (Hear, hear.) 


Srz Water Fosver’s REp iy. 


Sir Water Foster, in reply, after expressing his regret that, 
having had to keep a previous engagement, he had kept the deputa- 
tion waiting, said that he was much obliged to them for coming and 
laying their views before him so clearly and fully. They had ably 
stated the various grievances under which they were suffering, and 
suggested how they considered the law could be improved. He had 
considerable sympathy with the deputation, because, by a coinci- 
dence, one of the first pieces of public work which he ever did was to 
endeavour to bring about some form of adulteration legislation. 
(Hear, hear.) Therefore, he had great sympathy with them ; and, 
further, he recognised that they a!l came to him actuated by one 
motive, and that was to prevent fraud upon the public; and as 
honest traders they wanted honesty to be the rule. (Hear, hear.) He 
fully recognised also the difficulties under which they laboured, and 
tney had that day placed before him instances of some very remark- 
able difficulties. There were, however, two difficulties which he 
thought he out to point out as hardly coming within the purview of 
his department. One was the great question of magistrates’ decisions, 
upon which he thought they would have to go to another department. 
He could not, therefore, say anything with regard to reforming 
the magistrates or with reference to any reform as to the contrarieties 
in the magisterial decisions. That they did differ, and differ very 
widely, the deputation had shown; so much so that it was apparent 
that honest tradesmen laboured under great difficulties with reference 
to such decisions. (Hear, hear.) And they had also, in the remark- 
able figures they had quoted, pointed out that the authorities did not 
altogether do their duty. But he would suggest to the deputation 
that the power of stimulating the local authorities and making them 
better, rested more with the traders and the general. public than with 
his department. What was wanted was’that the local authorities 
all over the country should be constituted by the whole of the people, 
and that they should carry out the law ina fair and just manner. 
(Hear, hear.) As far as the local authorities were concerned, he 
hoped that at no distant time there would be, even in the rural 
districts of the country, some authorities whom the public could con- 











trol in regard to the administration of the law more than they could 
the present authorities. (Hear, hear.) With regard to the various 
points they had dealt with, he had only to say that he fully recog- 
nised the very great importance of the whole question. Whilst 
recognising that, still they had on the one hand a Margarine Act 
which some of them thought a very effective and useful Act, and he 
must point out that on the other hand the last speaker complained a 
good deal of the Act. Complaint was also made of some of the pro- 
visions of the Food and Drugs Act. They had placed before him 
some of the suggestions as to the modification of the law, and whilst 
he could not enter into the details of all those suggestions, he would 
assure them that he would give them all a very careful consideration. 
(Hear, hear.) And he would endeavour, as far as possible, to place 
before the Government the views which the deputation had expressed 
to him. (Hear, hear.) He was of opinion that in the Bill of Dr. 
Cameron they had placed before them practical proposals which 
should be carried into law, and they could not hive any more 
effective member of Parliament to enforce their views than 
his friend Dr. Cameron, who had been one of the most 
successful men in the House of Commons in obtaining 
private legislation. (Hear, hear.) With reference to the remarks of Mr. 
Alderman Barrow as to coffee he (Sir Walter) thought there was a way 
out of the difficulty, although he did not quite like the way suggested in 
Dr. Cameron’s Bill. It seemed to him that it would be rather confusing 
to the public to have two kinds of labels, one for coffee and chicory 
and another for chicory and coffee. (Hear, hear.) They had to 
deal with the poorer classes of people, who were not so fortunate as to 
have had an education such as those he was addressing enjoyed, and 
the poor were not always so keen and precise in these matters as was 
necessary, and labels of that kind would possibly confuse them. 
The simplest thing to do would be to put upon the labels the broad 
proportions of the ingredients, and instead of going into decimals 
to say that the mixture was “one-half coffee and one-half chicory,” 
or ‘ three parts coffee and one part chicory,” and so on. That would 
be intelligible to everybody, and it would be a thing which every 
honest trader would be desirous of telling the public. (Hear, hear.) 
With regard to the Margarine Act he thought himself there would be 
this difficulty about it; if a man or woman asked for butter when 
they went into a shop they had a perfect right to be supplied with 
butter, and the great difficulty was not altogether met by their 
having what was sold wrapped up in label marked ‘‘ margarine.” It 
was a great difficulty, and he hoped that some means would be 
found of enabling them to get out of it. There was a hardship in | 
regard to the liability of a person to a:penalty of selling what was 
intended to be bought, although it was asked for under a name not 
properly describing it, and he hoped that some means 
would be found to remedy that hardship. With regard 
to the wholesale, dealer, he thought that if the retail traders 
throughout the country could show, as the deputation 
were prepared to show, how they suffered, it would be seen that 
something should be done. They had quoted a remarkable case 
with respect to coffee, and he thought that there should be some 
means of saving the man who sold the mixture and of getting to the 
man who made it, for it was very hard upon the individual retailer. 
The law wanted,alteration there he thought. (Hear, hear.) In 
conclusion, he remarked that he had said enough to show them that 
he was very much in sympathy with them in the matter. They all 
of them wanted to see that justice was done, and that if there was 
anything wrong done by the wholesale manufacturers by supply- 
ing articles which were not what they pretended to be, they should 
be brought within the jurisdiction of the law, and should, equally 
with the retail trader, be liable for any adulteration. Upon that 
point he believed he expressed their views as well as his own. (Hear, 
hear.) He would do his best to place their views before the Govern- 
ment, and could assure them:that they would have the most serious 
consideration. (Hear, hear.) _ 

Mr. Loven, M.P., on behalf of the deputation, thanked Sir Walter 
Foster for receiving them and for his sympathetic consideration of 
their views. He (the speaker) was glad to have noticed that the 
deputation took up the position of defending the community, and 
were not acting in any narrow or selfish spirit. (Hear, hear.) He 
was sure that the Government would see that the small shopkeeper 
would at least get fair play. That was the spirit in which the 
deputation had attended that day, and he saw that in Sir Walter 
Foster’s reply he had sympathy with them. (Hear, hear.) 

The deputation then withdrew. 





The Sanitary Committee of St. Saviour’s Board of Works at 
their last meeting recommended : “ That, having regard to the 
unsatisfactory result of certain cases which have lately been de- 
cided by the magistrate at the Southwark Police Court, and 
which the medical officer will report to the Board, the Committee 
recommend that a letter be written to the London County 
Council, strongly urging them to insert in their next Parliamen- 
tary bill a clause empowering them to appoint a stipendiary to 
attend exclusively to cases under the Public Health (London) 
Act, 1891.” This recommendation was adopted, after the medical 
otticer had described how time had been wasted in attending the 
court, and expressed the opinion that the fines inflicted were in- 
adequate for the offence committed. This is a vory important 
q 1estion, and well worth the most careful consideration by the 
London County Council. We have repeatedly pointed out the 
ridiculous fines inflicted by magistrates like Mr, Biron. They 
act as no deterrent but really encourage fraud. 


December 8, 1892. 
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MARGARINE ACT PROSECUTIONS. 


A case in which an important point was raised has been heard at 
the Hyde Police-court. William Sabine and Arthur Sabine, of 10, 
Market-street, Ashton-under-Lyne, carrying on business as grocers at 
‘62, King-street, Dukinfield, were summoned for an alleged offence 
under the Margarine Act. The defendants’ legal representative 
‘stated that the summonses alleged that something had been sold to 
the purchaser contrary to the Food and Drugs Act. Fortunately for 
him a case had recently been decided in the Queen’s Bench. Under 
Section 10 of the Act it should specify what the offence was. The 
summons that had been taken.out simply said that he sold contrary 
to the Act; it did not sayin what respect it was contrary and the 
‘Queen’s Bench ehought the case should be dismissed. The Bench 
decided to dismiss the ease. 


The Health Committee of the Salford Corporation have summoned 
another batch of shopkeepers, all, with one exception, being in a 
small way of business, for exposing’ for sale margarine without 
haying the same labelled in accordance with the provisions of the 
Margarine Act. James Handley, baker and provision dealer, 86, 
Broughton-road, Salford;was fined 40s. and costs ; George Gorst, 
milk-dealer, &c., 342, Ordsall-lane, Salford, was fined 20s. and costs; 
Ann Richardson, provision dealer, 50, Taylorson-street, Salford, was 
fined 10s. and costs ; and Thomes Holt, who keeps a small provision 
shop with an outdoor beer licence at 434, Ordsall-lane, Salford, was 
fined 5s. and costs. 


At Liverpool last week, Mr. William Henry Rooney, grocer and 
“provision dealer, 357, Park-road, Liverpool, was summoned at the 
instance of the Health Committee, for selling margarine for butter 
on the 8th ult. Inspector Baker supported the information, and 
stated that on the morning of the 8th ult. he went to the shop of the 
-defendant, and on the counter he saw several lumps of what 
appeared to be butter, in which a label printed ‘‘ Delicious butter, 
1s.” was stuck. He tasted it, and, suspecting it was not what it was 
represented to be, he asked for balfa pound. On being served with 
it he noticed that the wrapper was a margarine one, and on calling 
Mrs. Rooney’s attention to the fact, she said, “Oh! this is not pure 
butter—it’s margarine.” The Stipendiary inflicted a fine of £3 and 
‘costs. 


Mr. Robert Fisher, grocer and provision dealer, 141, Kirkdale-road, 
‘was also summoned before the Liverpool Stipendiary, on the same 
day, for having committed a breach of the Margarine Act. In- 
spector Baker said that on'the morning of the 11th ult., he went to the 
shop of the defendant, where there was a display of ‘“‘lumps’’ on 
the counter, amongst’ them being several on which was printed in 
prominent letters, ‘‘ Delicious, 12.” He purchased some of the 
“*« Delicious, 12,” and was just going to tell the defendant for what 
purpose he had come, namely, analysis. when the latter said, ‘‘ Oh! 
it’s not genuine—it’s margarine.” A fine of 40s. and costs was 
imposed. 


At the same court Mr. Richard Donaghy, grocer and provision dealer, 
63, Hopwood-street, was charged with a breach of the Margarine Act. 
Inspector Baker said that on the afternoon of November 11 he visited 
the shop of the defendant and found a keg of margarine on the 
eounter exposed for sale. There was no label attached to it, nor 
were there any to some lumps of margarine close to. The Defendant 
said that was not the case, because one of the lumps had a label on 
it printed ‘‘ Splendid, 1s.” The Magistrate : That does not exonerate 
you. The law says you are to label your margarine when you expose 
it for sale. If you don’t do so, and you are convicted, you must be 
fined. In this case you have broken the law, and you must pay a fine 
of 40s. and costs. 











“DANISH BUTTER” APPEAL. a= 


In the Queen’s Bench Division on the 21st ult., before the 
Lord Chief Justice and Mr. Justice Wills, the case of the Queen 
v. the Justices of Peterborough cameon. Mr. Fillan moved for 
a rule nist calling upon the above-named justices to show cause 
why they should not state a case for the opinion of this Court in 
regard to a decision given by them under the Merchandise 
Marks Act. Three summonses were, the learned counsel said, 
taken out against the defendant, a provision merchant, ina large 
way of business at Peterborough. The first one charged him 
with applying a false trade description to goods, the second with 
causing a false trade description to be applied, and the third was 
issued under the section which imposes a penalty upon a trader 
for selling, exposing for sale, or having in his possession goods to 
whick a false trade mark is applied. It appeared that a woman 
went into his shop and asked an assistant for ib. of Danish 
butter, and he gave her something which proved on analysis 
afterwards to be margarine, the assistant wrapping it in a wrapper 
labelled “‘Choicest Danish Butter.” The defendant, in his 
evidence, said that the strictest orders were given to the 
assistants to label the goods accurately, and there was a notice in 
the shop that any assistant breaking this rule would be im- 
mediately dismissed. The magistrates apparently were quite 
convinced that personally the defendant was not responsible, 
as they dismissed the first two summonses, but convicted him 
upon the third for selling the butter. The learned counsel con- 
tended first, that the description applied was not one within the 
Act, and second, that the defendant was not responsible for the 
criminal act of his assistant, the magistrates being wrong in 
holding that selling by the man was sel/ing by the master. The 
Court granted a rule nist. 
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Used largely by the CITY OF LONDON ' for deodorising the wood pavements, market p urposes, etc. ; also by the LONDON 
COUNTY COUNCIL, Hornsey, Beckenham Grantham, Doncaster and other Local Boards, Hospitals, Railways, etc. 


iy Medical 
th 


I.C., F.C.S 


No household should be without them, as they destroy not merely mask bad smells. 
Officer of Health and Public Analyst for the City of London (Dr. SEDGWICK SAUNDERS, 
. F.S.A., etc.), in an official report to the Commissioners of Sewers as far back as 1889, states as follows :—‘‘ During 
€ past summer months I have found ‘Tuson’s Disinrectine Fuium’ extremely valuable for watering the public roadways, for which 
purpose a 2 or 3 per cent. solution may be used.”’ 

Dr. Thorne Thorne, C.B., F.R.S., Principal Medical Officer of H.M. Local Government 

Board, in his Memorandum of August 26th, 1892, on HPIDEMIC DISEASE advises 

Ex idee use of PERCHLORIDE OF MERCURY and SULPHUROUS ACID. 


—Tuson’s Disinfectants contain these two substances in large quantities and various forms. 


Order of your Local Chemist, and if not obtainable apply for Pamphlet and full particulars 


At the Company’s Works, 
New Charlton, Kent, or the 


City Offices: 186-7 Palmerston Buildings, Old Broad Street, K.C. 
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“SUTH ERLAND” BRAND 

ENGLISH PRESERVED PROVISIONS. | 

English Rolled Ox Tongues, gga Corned Beef, 
Spiced Beef, ' Brawn, &e., ke. 


| | Pressed Beef, ae ae WRITE FOR PRICE LIST TO 
a: & A. CARPENTER, Sarena Place, Walworth, S. E. 


THE “SO-ALL” 
LOCKSTITCH SEWING MACHINE, 




















BEST. CHEAPEST. 
BEST. WK CHEAPEST. 
BEST. CHEAPEST. 


PRESS OPINIONS. 
SO A LL The ‘Times,’ April 14, 1891.— 
$i e “*So-All’ is a marvellous machine,. 
well and soundly constructed.” 
SO-ALL The “Lady,” August 27, 1891.— 
e «The ‘So-All’ is undoubtedly the: 
cheapest and best sewing machine in 
SO AL the market. . . The machine is of 
F e the utmost interest to ladies and. 
philanthropists.” 
S O A [ i ‘“‘Weldon’s Illustrated Dressmaker,” 
ck ° August 8, 1891.—‘‘A well-made and 
thoroughly satisfactory machine, per- 
fectly adapted for ‘dressmaking and 
SO- A L E household use. It is really a wonder- 
ful machine for. the price, and I would: 
commend it to my young lady readers 
S O -A L L.. especially.” 
“Dublin Freeman’s Journal,” 
August 8, 1891.—‘* Well adapted for- 
SO - A L 1%: domestic and the lighter manufactur- 
ing purposes.” 


=e ‘* Financial News.’’—“ The ‘ So-All"’ 
4d. MAGHAN AB SO ALL. : is likely to make rapid headway in. 
-public estimation.’ 


A "PERFECT FAMILY SEWING MACHINE. 
3, OXFORD STREET, S.W. 


corp wnpat, sxvssers exusrmos, ws. | WROVE JMONNIER CHAMPAGNE. 
DIPLOMA OF HONOUR (Highest Award), FOOD EXHIBITION, 
1889. SPECIAL CUVEE VINTAGE, 1884. 


MEREDITH 64 DREW NO FINER CAN BE HAD AT ANY Pee 


(AMALGAMATED) To be had of all Wine Merchants. 


HIGH-CLASS BISCUITS & CAKES, 


ESPECIALLY ADAPTED FOR LICENSED VICTUALLERS, 


HOTEL PROPRIETORS & REFRESHMENT CONTRACTORS. VEUVE M ON N FR ET SES FI LS,. 


Their various manufactures are made from the finest material, and 


manipulated by machinery of the highest order. RUE DU COMMERCE, EPERNAY. 


Vays 70 aut Parts Dairy. 
Office and Works:-SHADWELL, E. 
PRICE LISTS ON APPLICATION. 9, GREAT TOWER STREET, E.C.. 


Printed for the Proprietors and Published by Atrrep Paksons, for the Foop, Drues, anp Drinx Newsrarer Company, at their Office, 
183, Strand, London, W.C. ‘All communications to be addressed to the Editor. 
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PRICE PONE. “PENNY 


CROSSE & BLACKWELL’S 
PICKLES, SAUCES, MALT VINEGAR, 
JAMS, SOUPS & POTTED MEATS 


MAY BE OBTAINED FROM ALL GROCERS THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. 
CROSSE & BLACKWELL, LIMITED, SOHO SQUARE, LONDON. 


CHAMPIONS MUSTARD 


1S NOT ADULTERATED. 


== ¢MILKMAID 
cy CONDENSED MILK 
I * Largest Sale in the World. 
t a The Original and the Best. 
“@s"” Contains the Most Cream. 
CHAMPION S VINEGAR 


IS ABSOLUTELY PURE. 
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“SANITAS” DISINFECTANTS 
t 

Unlike most disinfectants—such as the Coal Tar products—do not rob the air of its vital Oxygen (so essential to animal life), nor 

merely hide the foul smells of decomposition by theirown odour : they actually generate Oxygen in an active form, and destroy 

_ offensive matters and disease germs. Moreover, the “SANITAS” Disinfectants are non-poisonous, do not stain, are pleasant in 

use, and natural in character. i" 

We do not recommend any one of our manufactures for all purposes, but there are distinct “ SANITAS” preparations and 
appliances for various applications. poe fi ia 

Apart from the important consideration that the ““SANITAS” Disinfectants have emanated from a well-known chemist 

(Mr. C. T. Kinazert, F.LC., F.C.S.), they have received testimony from Sir Henry Roscoz, M.P., F.R.S. ; Sir Cuartes CAMERON, 

M.D., F.R.C.S.L, F.LC., &c. ; Professor T. E. THorps, F.R.S., F.I.C., F.C.S. ; B. W. Ricoarpson, M.D., F.R.S.; A. B. Grirrirus, 

Ph.D., F.R.S.E., F.C.S. ; R. H. Haruanp, F.LC., F.C.S. ; J. Baynes, F.I.C., F.C.S. ; T. Patmzr, B.Sc., F.C.S. ; and innumerable 

other Chemical and Medical Authorities ; and have received the approval in use of most of the Medical Officers of Health in the 


“"“MERCURIC BACTERICIDE” 


Is another scientific preparation of the SANITAS COMPANY, manufactured under a patent of Mr. C. T, Kinczert, and 
undoubtedly presents the very best form in which Corrosive Sublimate can be used as an antiseptic and disinfecting agent, for it is 
ussociated in a perfectly stable form with Peroxide of Hydrogen. so that it acts not merely as a germicide and antiseptic, but also as 
,an oxidising agent, thus destroying toxic products. The SANITAS COMPANY, however, recommend in preference thereto, the 
use of their “ SANITAS” Fluid and Oil, for they serve just as well in practice, and are free from any danger in use. . 


“PRESERVED PEROXIDE OF HYDROGEN,” 


Prepared under another patent of Mr. Ktnazerr's by the SANITAS COMPANY, is an extremely stable and useful article, available 
for use on an extended scale as an antiseptic, disinfectant and bleaching agent, and having peculiar advantages for particular 
applications. . , ' 








Pamphlets, fully descriptive of all these manufactures, may be obtained free on application to » 


The SANITAS COMPANY, Lim., Bethnal Green, London, E. 


é 


Cc. T. KINGZETT, F.LC., F.CS., 


t Author of “Animal Chemistry '' (Longmans and Co.) ; “The Alkali Trade”’ (Longmans and Co.) ; 
and “ Nature's Hygiene”’ (Balliere and Co.) ; dc., 


Managing Director and Chemist. 


BANCROFTS LARD. 


BOAR'S HEAD BRAND. 
A. DS@ isle ine ae meee ae 


We guarantee our Lard to be perfectly free from water or any other adulteration. We only make 
“ONE quality, viz. :— 


ABSOLUTELY PURE LARD. 
BANCROFT & CO., Ltd. Lard Refiners, LIVERPOOL. 
CRUEL CHEAPNESS! |! 























CRUEL CHEAPNESS— 
Ten Analytical Chemists testify to its strength and parity. PROPRIETORS’ guarantee on each BOX. 


Surely these words apply to the low-priced Baking Powders sold, containing in some instances a quarter of their bulk ALUM. Persons 
because the persons using it have no idea. of hurtful effects. 

‘ . . =~ Sold. by every.London Wholesale House at List Prices. . Lists on application. _ 
FREEMAN : & HILDYARD, LONDON, S.E. 


eating food containing it are SERIOUSLY INJURED, and children taking it day by day suffer from indigestion in its worst form. 
C. ntains NO ALUM or any injurious ingredient, and has had a sale all over the kingdom for twenty-two years. 
Liverpoél Branch—60, Stanléy Street. Birmingham Branch—47, Soho Hill. 







So 
a 
a 


+ 
; 


FOOD, DRUGS, AND DRINK. 





PUBLIC ANALYTIC AI JOURNAL 
AND SANITARY REVIEW. 








SATURDAY, DECEMBER 10, 

All communications Jor the Editors to be addressed to the 
Dixastore, 183, Strand, London, W.C. 

Advertisements to be addressed to The Publisher, and if 


intended for the current issue should reach the office, 188, 
_ Strand, London, W.C., by Thursday morning. 


1892. 














=——— ed 


“will, 


OFFICIAL OBTUSENESS. 


BEYOND cheap sympathetic phrases the deputation of dairy 
farmers and milk dealers received no encouragement from the 
‘Board of Agriculture on Friday last 
Mr. Herbert Gardner’s reply, its stereotyped departmental 
character becomes ludicrously apparent. Everyone, save, 
possibly, Mr. Herbert Gardner and his advisers at the Board of 
Agriculture, knows that analytical science has long ago removed 
-all difficulties in the way of the adoption of a fixed standard for 
imilk, yet we have Mr. Herbert Gardner saying that “all con- 
cerned in the administration of the Adulteration Acts 
We wish te 
that the 


On reading carefully 


‘would rejoice could such be done.” impress 


apon the dairy farmers the fact real 
-obstacle standing in the way of the 
fixed standard of milk purity is the incompetence 
of the Somerset House Analytical department under whose 
ignorant dicta permanent “Tite Barnacle” officials shield 
themselves, and make of Somerset House ignorance a buttress 
"between pressing public reforms and official laziness. We are 
eglad that the outspoken and decided attitude we have for 
months past felt it necessary to adopt in this journal is having a 
-gocd effect, and that the flood of dissatisfaction amongst agri- 
culturists, grocers and all entrusted with or affected by the 
-administration of the Adulteration Acts is rising so high that it 
sweep before it the dis- 
-credited department out of existence, and raise instead a capable 
public body in whom agriculturists will have zealous guardians of 
‘the public weal, and the grocers capable, impartial referees, 


only 
adoption of a 


we trust, ere long 


‘who are not merely theoretical scientists, but analysts of 
real ability, and who will be capable of holding fairly the scales 
‘between the public and traders. 
ypurity it is pitiable to see so well meaning a man as Mr. Her- 
*bert Gardner allowing himself to be made the mouthpiece of the 
platitudes of the “ Tite Barnacles.” 
‘knows that he can add to genuine milk one pint of water to 
-every gallon of milk, and that this thievery will bring the dis- 


Upon this question of milk 


At present every milkman 


honest mixture to the standard at which Somerset House will 


allowed by Somerset House.. 


-declare they “ cannot affirm” that it is other than genuine. 
Hence London, where milk adulteration thus fostered by 
‘Somerset House has become well nigh universal, shows a per- 
-centage of 21 5 of adulteration beyond even the absurd standard 
The percentage of real adultera- 
‘tion which analysts dare not condemn, z.e., adulteration to the 
-extent of one pint of water per gallon of pure milk is more 
likely to be nearer 90 than 21'5. The Local Government Board 
‘itself unconsciously corroborates this by tho following naive 
-confession in its latest report :—“ There is considerable difference 
-in the practice of analysts as regaids their reports; one pro- 
mounces as adulterated all milk to which he believes that wate 





‘has been added, however small the proportion, while another 


only condemns samples in which the dilution has been so great 
that-the case may be safely taken into court,” which, practically, 
means that public analysts will only venture to condemn the 
worst cases. We dealt in our issue of the 15th October with this 
question of milk standards. 

We advise agriculturists to take action and not to rest 
satisfied with evasive replies such as those of the Minister for 


Agriculture, but to demand a Parliamentary enquiry into the 


question of the capacity of Somerset House analysts and their 
standards. The full and gigantic nature of the evil will then be 
revealed. It will be found that the evil is confined not to milk 
and butter, but that the disgraceful Somerset House standards 
and the culpable ignorance of successive Chancellors of the Ex- 
chequer who have taken the advice of the Somerset House ana- 
lysts on trust have damaged agriculture, and caused the public 
to be hocussed in innumerable ways. The repeal of the 
Malt Duty took place in September, 1880. Who has 
benefited? The only persons are the dishonest brewers, 
who by the folly of the malt duty being repealed, and the tacit 
permittal by Somerset House chemists of the use of salicylic 
acid and other preservativns, have been enabled to use any 
rubbishy substitutes they choose in place of malt and hops, and 
keep the trash from going bad by the use of preservatives. Year 
by year beer has become lighter; and even in the purest beers 
less malt has in consequence been necessary. The price to the 
public, however, whether the beer ba brewed from substitutes 
or not has been the same, and the net result of this ignorance of 
Chancellors of the Exchequer and of Somerset House chemists 
is seen in a barley-growing that has decreased by over 500,000 
acres in ten years, and an increase in the use of sugar—which we 
do not produce—by 500,000 ewts. It is high time agriculturists, 
grocers—every honest man—demanded a full Parliamentary 
enquiry into this scandal, only the very fringe of which our re- 
curring exposures have as yet been able to touch. We want to 
see England for the English, not an England that is the prey of 
The report of Dr. F. 
L. Teed, public analyst, Camberwell, which we publish in our 


every foreign, or even every home, thief. 


present issue,amply proves that the strictures we have been 
compelled to pass have been sorely needed. Our readers after 
perusing it will, we hope, feel impelled to indignantly demand 
how long this scandalous Somerset House farce is to last? A 
Parliamentary enquiry is not only necessary but imperative, and 
the Members of Parliament who demand one will be doing a real 
patriotic work. 





ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 


MILK. 

At Leicester Town Hall, on the 2nd inst., Alfred Mason, farmer,New 
Park Farm, was summoned for selling to Thomas Henry Catlow, an 
inspector of nuisances, milk which was not of the substance and 
quality demanded, on the 15th November. The Town Clerk (Mr. 
J. Storey). prosecuted. Thomas Henry Catlow stated that on the 
15th November he visited the milk stores of Mr. Wathes on King 
Richard’s Road. While there a man came up with some milk from 
Mr. Mason’s. Witness bought a pint, which he divided into three 
parts, telling the man for what purpose he required the milk. One 
portion he returned to the man, another he forwarded to the public 
analyst, and the other portion he kept himself. The public analyst’s 
certificate was to the effect that the milk was adulterated with 10 per 
cent. of added water. Dr. Priestley said he had, in making the 
analysis, estimated from {the lowest standard.of milk. In answer to 
the ,Chairman, he said milk varied much at this time of the year, 
andif he had taken the highest standard the milk would have 
come out perhaps 20 or 30 per cent. under the standard. Mr. 
Simpson, for defendant, did not wish to contradict the facts put forth 
by the prosecution, but urged that Mr. Mason had taken all pre- 
cautions in the matter an honest farmer could possibly do. The 
fact was that the milk was in charge of a man who was at that time 
under notice to leave. He did not wish to prejudice the case, but 
thought it was only fair to mention that matter. The bench, taking 
into consideration, all the circumstances, thought possibly it might 
have been the result. of an accident, and inflicted a reduced penalty 
OL. 
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Abraham Chalk, a farmer, of Woolston, was summoned at South- 
ampton on the Ist inst., under the Food and Drugs Act, for 
selling milk adulterated with water, he having entered into a con- 
tract with Mr. Phipps to sell pure milk. Mr. Bell defended, and 
Mr. C. Lamport watched the case for the purchaser, Mr. Phipps, a 
dairyman. Sergt. Hack, detective in the county force, stated that 
on October 31st he saw the defendant drive to the premises of Mr. 
Phipps, at Woolston. He took a churn of milk there, and removed 
the cover. Witness said ‘Is this new milk?” and defendant replied 
that it was. Witness said he wanted to take a sample to send to the 
public analyst. Defendant referred him to Mr. Phipps, but witness 
_ took a pint and paid twopence for it. He sealed up the bottle in 
defendant’s premises, and told him that he was going to send it to 
the public analyst for analysis. He afterwards handed it to Dr. 
Angell, whose certificate he produced, showing that it had been 
adulterated with 15 per cent. of added water. Mr. Bell, for the 
defence, raised a number of objections. First he urged that no evi- 
dence was given of any contract to sell pure milk. The Chairman : 
Was there a contract to sell milk and water? Mr. Bell contended 
that there was no contract proved at all. Mr. Phipps, or someone 
ought to have been called to prove it. The contract between the 
defendant and Phipps was the essence of the whole thing. 
There was some discussion, and then Mr. Bell raised a second ob- 
jection—that under this section the officer acting must 
be under the direction of the authority appointing the officer. 
Colonel Grimston said the chief constable was authorised by the 
Standing Joint Committee to employ his officers under this Act. Mr. 
Bell said the appointment ought to be in writing, and was irregular 
otherwise. Mr. Bell’s next point was that the milk was not in course 
of delivery, but actually delivered at the time the sample was taken. 
Colonel Grimston : But defendant was paid 2d. for the milk, and 
how could he sell Phipps’ milk and take the money? Going to the 
facts, Mr. Bell said his client would prove there was not a drop of 
water added by him or his servants. Defendant stated that he 
superintended the milking of the cows that day. The milk was put 
into the churns perfectly pure, and then removed to Mr. Phipps’ 
dairy. By Superintendent Adams: He had no contract with Mr. 
Phipps. He entered into an agreement with him about four years ago. 
He had supplied him with milk ever since—but not on that agreement. 
It was an understood thing that he supplied Mr. Phipps with pure 
milk—not with milk and water. There was no agreement as to 
price. He supplied them up to July at 8d.a gallon. By new milk 
he meant milk as it came from thecow. Hecould discontinue selling 
milk to them any day, but should give them proper notice. The 
Chairman said the Bench were unanimously of opinion that the 
‘case of adulteration had been proved. Defendant had been pre- 
viously convicted, and he would now be fined £2 and costs. 


SPIRITS. 


At the Guildford County Bench on Saturday, Thomas Coulbert, of 
the ‘‘ Cricketers,’’ Rydes Hill, Worplesdon, was summoned by Charles 
J. Martin, Inspector under the Food and Drugs Act for the County 
of Surrey, for having sold him on November 14th a half-pint of Irish 
whiskey not of the nature, substance and quality demanded by the 
Act, it having been adulterated to the extent of 35 degrees under 
ee oa Mr. Martin proved the purchase, and defendant was fined £1 
and costs. 


George Carpenter, of the ‘‘ Duke of Normandy,’”’ Worplesdon, was 
summoned for a similar offence, viz., adulterated Irish whiskey. 
Mr. C, J. Martin proved the purchase, and stated that the strength 
of the whiskey as certified by Dr. Stevenson, the public analyst for 
the county, to be 30 degrees under proof. Defendant pleaded not 
guilty, and caused some amusement in court by stating that the 
Inspector had divided the whiskey into three parts, and thereby had 
caused the spirit to evaporate, and he considered this to be most 
unfair. The Bench convicted, and imposed a fine of £1. 


Thomas Woodrow, of the ‘‘ Cricketers,’’ Ash, was also summoned 
at the same court, for selling Irish whiskey adulterated, the 
strength being 27? degrees under proof. A lad in the employ of Mr. 
G. J. Martin deposed that he went to defendant’s house and saw 
defendant, who served him with the whiskey, and that he paid 1s. 4d. 
for the half-pint on November 14th, and that he handed the sample 
to the inspector at the door. Mr. Martin stated he received from the 
last witness at the door the whiskey and returned into the house, the 
sample was divided, and he left a portion with the defendant, and a 
portion was taken to the public analyst, who had certified it to be of 
the strength of 27? degrees under proof. In reply to the defendant, 
the inspector stated that his attention was not drawn to any notice, 
‘¢ That all spirits sold here are diluted,” if it had been he should 
certainly not have had the sample analysed. The defendant was 
then sworn, and he stated that he had a notice posted on the side of 
the bar, stating that ‘‘ All spirits sold here are diluted,” and that the 
inspector must have seen it when visiting his house. He however 
could not produce the notice in court because it was pasted on the 
wall. In reply to the Bench, the defendant stated that when a person 
stood at the bar counter the notice would then be to his left and he 
had no notice posted in front of the bar in full view of the purchaser. 
The Justices held that the notice was not conspicuous, and fined 
defendant £1. 


BUTTER AND MARGARINE. 


At Edmonton, Eugene Gleaves, of Mayes Road, Wood Green, was 
ordered to pay a fine of 10s. and costs tor having sold butter which 
was found to be adulterated with 50 per cent. of foreign fat, and 10s. 
aud costs for having exposed for sale a quantity of margarine without 
placing upon it a label as required by the Statute. 











At Salford, on the 18th ult., a number of small shopkeepers were 
fined for neglecting to label margarine exposed for sale, as require d! 
by the Margarine Act. Fines were inflicted ranging from 5s. to 403. 


At Liverpool Police Court, on the 23rd ult., William H. Rooney, 
352, Park Road, was summoned by Inspector Baker for not having 
margarine properly labelled. On the 8th ult. the inspector went into: 
the defendant’s shop, where he saw a keg of what appeared to be 
butter on the counter, with a ticket on it marked ‘‘ Delicious butter,. 
1s... He asked the defendant’s wife for a pound of butter, and she 
went to the back of the counter to cut it, and while doing so she said 
she did not know whether it was butter or not. He showed her the: 
ticket. She gave him the stuff wrapped in a paper marked ‘ mar- 
garine.” A fine of £3 and costs was imposed. 


Robert Fisher, 143, Kirkdale Road, and Peter Donaghy, 63, Hop- 
wood Street, were each fined 40s. and costs at the same court, for not: — 
having margarine properly labelled. 


David Mateer, of 9 and 11, Sandy Row, was summoned by David: 
M’ Master, inspector of food, at Belfast, on the 22nd ult., “for that 
he on the 26th October did sell an article of food, to wit, butter, same 
not being of the substance and quality demanded by the purchaser.’” 
On being analysed by Dr. Hodges it was found to be margarine and: 
not better. A fine of £5 and costs was imposed. Notice of appeal. 


was given. 
BEER. 


Frank Bate, landlord of the Enterprise public-house, Long Acre, 
London, was charged at Bow Street Police Court, on the 24th ult., 
with selling beer and water for beer. It was proved by two Excise- 
officers and analysts from Somerset House that a sample of beer 
taken from the defendant’s cellar on 20th September, had been © 
diluted to the extent of 44 gallons per barrel. Mr. Crisp for the- 
defence suggested that by some oversight a barrel of diluted beer 
might have been sent from the brewery. He argued that defendant 
could not be blamed for what had occurred. He entrusted the man- 
agement of the house to Mr. Soffey, who, when he was engaged, de- 
posited £100, which was to be forfeited if he did anything to endanger 
the license. Sir John Bridge said there could be no doubt that the 
beer had been diluted. The Legislature intended that a public- 
house should be managed by the person to whom the license was- 
granted. The holder of the license was clearly responsible, and. 
defendant would have to pay a fine of £25. 


COCOA. 


At North London Police-court, on the 23rd ult., before Mr. Haden: 
Corser. Mr. William Cooper, grocer, of 82, Kynaston-road, Stoke 
Newington, was summoned at the instance of Mr. Samuel Punter, 
inspector to the Hackney District Board of Works, for selling cocoa 
on October 25 which was adulterated with 35 per cent. of foreigm 
starch. Mr. W. Hood, solicitor, announced that he watched the case 
for Messrs. Fry & Sons, of Bristol and London. Defendant: You do 
not defend me. Mr. Hood: No,I do not defend in the case, but I 
do in the next case, and I would suggest to your worship that you. 
should reserve your decision in this case until you have heard the 
next case. Mr. Corser declined to accede to the request, saying that- 
each case must rest on its merits. The ;Defendant said he would 
plead guilty. Mr. Corser: To selling cocoa adulterated with 35 per 
cent. of foreign starch? Defendant: I did not sell it myself; I leave: 
the business to my wife. This cocoa is sold as I receive it; itis Fry’s- 
granulated soluble cocoa, and my wife forgot to put the label on 
stating what it was. Inspector Punter: After the purchase was com- 
pleted the label was given to me. Defendant’s is a small general 
shop. Mr. Haden Corser said he would treat this as a case of neglect- 
and only impose a fine of 10s. with 2s. costs. 


A WaArgnine to Foop INSPECTORS. 


A curiously abortive prosecution was instituted before the: 
Hull magistrates on the 23rd ult., and the case is one which 
amply illustrates the necessity of care and caution on the part 
of food inspectors in getting up evidence in cases of the kind.. 
Mr. Cook, the Corporation Meat Inspector, prosecuted Messrs. 
John Seed and Sons, fruit merchants, for exposing cucumbers- 
for sale which were bad, and for having other cucumbers in their” 
possession which were unfit for food. The evidence showed that 
the inspector went into the warehouse, and saw two bags of 
cucumbers opened. They were in a rotten condition, and unfit- 
for food. Inspector Cook said that, although the cucumbers- 
were rotten, it was likely that hawkers would have bought them. 
He had written out the usual notice for their destruction, and 
they had been taken to the Corporation warehouse, as well as- 
other 52 bags which were in the warehouse of another auctioneer, 
and were to have been sold by Messrs. Seed. Witness said he 
thoroughly believed they were exposed for sale, A question 
arose as to whether Mr. Spink had been ordered by the Tuwa 
Clerk to take proceedings. Mr. Spink said not, and the defen-- 
dants’ solicitor argued that as the proceedings had not been 
authorised by the Town Clerk the summons should be withdrawn. . 
Mr. Spink remarked that all he could say was that he considered 
it his duty to place the whole of the facts before the Town Clerk 
before recommending that any further proceedings be taken: 
against the defendants. 

The case was accordingly withdrawn. 


- 
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IMPORTANT TO DISTILLERS. - 





Coates’ GIN. 
_ Amongst a batch of prosecutions brought by the energetic 


- Inspector at Plymouth, Mr. W. J. Addiscott, we notice the 


‘following case :— 

Edward Coaker was charged with having on the Ist of November 
-sold to William Addiscott a pint of Coates’ Plymouth gin, which was 
44-8 degrees under proof. Mr. F. Cecil Lane appeared for the 
defence. William Addiscott proved purchasing the spirit at the Old 
eGuildhall Inn, and stated that on the basis of the analyst’s return 
qpurchasers were paying 3s. 4d. per gallon for water. Dr. Bean 
proved that the gin was 44:8 under proof. 

‘he magistrates fined Coaker £8 and costs. In this instance 
the defendant charged 2s. per pint for the gin thus watered, 
whilst the price of Coates’ gin to the public at their agents, 
“Messrs. Picken & Co., was 1s. 83d. for a spirit pronounced to be 
.genuine on analysis. This instance shows that high prices do 
mot always ensure high quality, and the question is one that 
large distillers would do well to devote some consideration to, 
.as it seems a pity that a standard price is not adopted, the right 
‘to charge a dear price over and above the extra profit gained by 
the dilution being unjust alike to the publicans who sell a 


genuine spirit and to the public. In this matter the distillers 


are very much at the mercy of publicans who excessively dilute 
‘spirit with water, or sell inferior spirits as the products of 
-distillers of high repute. In the case of Martell’sand Hennessy’s 
brandy it is notorious that the stewards on large liners receive a 
«certain amount per bottle for every empty bottle returned with 
the labels clean. This is to enable distillers of inferior quality 
brandy to refill the bottles with their own brandy. Every first- 


class firm suffers from these practices, and some have had their 


‘businesses very seriously injured thereby. It seems a pity that 
some inventive genius does not devise a method by which the 
drawing of the cork will obliterate or so deface the labels that 
practices so injurious to the makers of first-class articles and 
viraudulent to the public may be prevented. 





EXTRAORDINARY MILK PROSECUTION. 
DR. BOSTOCK HILL ON SOMERSET HOUSE. 





4¢Puptic ANALYSTS ARE SURPRISED AT NOTHING EMANATING 
FROM SOMERSET Hovss.” 





Ar the Ashton Police Court before Mr. A. Hill, Alderman A. John- 
-gon, and Dr. J. Harvey, James Holt, dairyman, Cowper Street, Bir- 
‘mivgham, was summoned at the instance of Benjamin Bolt, inspector 
sunder the Food and Drugs Act for Ashton, for selling milk deficient 
25 per cent. of its fat, on the 26th October. The case came before 

the Court on the 18th ult., but was remanded until to-day in order 
4o enable the opinion of Somerset House to be taken with regard to 
the quality of the milk, the analysis of Dr. A. Bostock Hill, the 
county analyst, being challenged. A sample of the milk in question 


_ -was sent to Somerset House, and the following reply was received :— 


Laboratory, Somerset House, London, W.C. 21st November, 1892. 
“Sir,—With reference to the sample of milk sent here for analysis, 
-and marked “201 B.,”’ I have to acquaint you that the quantity of 


milk is insufficient for the purpose of a satisfactory analysis, and I 


may observe that it is desirable that the quantity of milk reserved by 
-the inspector for future reference should be about a quarter of a pint. 
.—I am, Sir, your obedient servant, J. Bevx, Principal.” . 
Dr. Hiw1’s EvipEncr. 
Pr. A. Bostock Hill was called, and in reply to Mr. Ashford (Ansell 
and Ashford), who prosecuted, stated that he analysed the milk in 
-question, and found it deficient of 25 per cent. of its fat. For the 
purpose of his analyses the quantity taken was amply sufficient. He 
made two analyses of the milk when it was first received—one to test 
-the other—and three others since to justify the other. Two samples 
shad also been sent away for analysis by independent persons. A 
sample had been sent to the president of the Society of Public Analysts 
-and one to a well known public analyst. He adhered to the fact 
«stated in his certificate. Cross-examined by Mr. Tyler, who ap- 
.peared for the defence, witness said he did not agree with the letter 
-from Somerset House. He thought it quite childish, and could not 
understand any one with any knowledge of the milk analysis writing 
such a letter. Mr. Tyler: Do you think the quantity of milk sent to 
you sufficient for an analysis? Dr. Hill: With all due respect to 
the Somerset House authorities, I consider the quantity ample. In 


- -face of the letter from Somerset House will you in the future advice 


.a greater quantity to be sent? Certainly not. 
His Oprrnton oF Dr. BELL. 

Is not Dr. Bell the principal of the Laboratory, one of the greatest 
sauthorities we have on milk analysis? No, he is a considerable 
authority on some things. Can you give a reason why Somerset 
‘House should make such a statement as they have in the letter re- 
-ferred to? Dr. Hill: Public analyst are surprised at nothing ema- 
«nating from the officials at Somerset House. (Laughter.) In further 
.cross-examination, Witness said he considered a quarter of an ounce 
.of milk sufficient to give analysis. Cream was not fat, as described 
-in the certificate. Fat was the fat of the milk, free from any other 








substance or matter. For the defence, Mr. Tyler pointed out that 
the defendant was a wholesale dairyman of considerable experience, 
and doing a large trade. During the many years he had been in busi- 
ness he had never bad any complaint against the quality of the milk 
supplied by him. He bought the whole of the milk which was to be 
obtained from the farms belonging to the Corporation of Birmingham, 
and, as showing the quality, he stated that although in Ashton alone 
no less than 23 samples had been taken none of them had been 
found fault with. He asked the Bench to say that if there was any 
falling off in the richness of the milk it was not the fault of his 
client or anyone in his employ. 


A Ruipicuntous SuGGESTION. 


He also suggested that Dr. Bostock Hill might have made a mistake 
in analysing a large number of samples, and mistaken the sample of 
some other milk for that taken from Holt’s man.—for the defence, 
evidence was called to show that the defendant had a guarantee with 
every can of milk which he received from the Corporation of Bir- 
mingham’s farms, including the one from which the sample in 
question was taken. That it was tested before it left the farm and 
was delivered at the farm into the possession of Mr. Holt’s man, who 
passed it on to the wholesale customers without the defendant seeing 
it. The defendant, on being called, said that he took every reason- 
able precaution to ensure the purity of the milk which he supplied, 
and that he had been successful was shown by the fact that for up- 
wards of 20 years he had never had a single complaint.— 
The Bench, after having retired, announced through Mr. Hill that 
they were satisfied with the analysis of Dr. Hill that there was 24 
per cent. of the fat deficient. They were also satisfied with the high 
character of Mr. Holt—upon whom they cast no imputation—and 
in consideration of this they should only fine him 20s., and costs, in- 
cluding Dr. Hill’s expenses. 








EPPS’S COCOA. 
EXTRAORDINARY MAGISTERIAL DECISION. 


On the 25th ult., at the West London Police-court, Mr. W. 
Emanuel Morris, of 499, Fulham-road, was summoned for selling 
cocoa adulterated with forty-three parts of starch and sugar. 
—Mr. Blanco White supported the summons on behalf of the 
Fulham Vestry, and Mr. F. W. Beck appeared for the defendant. 
—The evidence went to show that the sanitary inspector, 
William Henry Grigg, entered the defendant’s shoo and asked 
for half-a-pound of cocoa. He was told that it was sold in 
packets. The inspector then purchased a packet for 7d. While 
the inspector was dividing the cocoa for analysis, the shopman 
said, “I suppose it is all right. We pay a good price for it, and 
the people who supply it will have to put up with the conse- 
quences.”—Mr. Beck said the packet was sold as prepared mix- 
ture, and he relied on the label asa protection. The starch 
was nothing more than the best West India arrowroot, which 
was used with sugar to keep the cocoa in a state of suspension. 
It was a matter of considerable importance to Messrs. Epps and 
Co., who had been in business for fifty years. He called 
William Beckett, the representative of the company, who said 
they only used pure loaf-sugar and arrowroot, which were used 
to make the cocoa more soluble and ready for the table. It also 
contained the butter, which was not contained in pure cocoa, and 
which, when boiled down, was lost.— Mr. Plowden was of 
opinion that the label on the packet fully complied with the 
section, and that no fraud had been committed. He dismissed 
the Summons. 


We give here a facsimile of the label which Mr. Plowden held 
fully complied with the Act :— 








COCOA contains a bland Oil, which 
is pre-eminent asa vitalizing substance, 
and to remove which Oilin any degree 
is to lessen its valueas a ferce producer. 
It is to preserve this Oil when using 
Cocoa as a beverage, that it becomes 
necessary that the imported seeds from 
Trinidad and Caracas should be pre- 
pared, and scientifically ; for to render 
the Oil soluble and easy of digestion, it 
needs to be combined with just as much 
LOAF SUGAR and WEST INDIA AR- 
ROWROOT as will effect its perfect incor: 
poration. We guarantee that no otherin. 
gredients than those mentioned are used. 





The inspector asked for cocoa, and received an article that 
contained only 57 parts cocoa, the rest being starch and sugar. 
Mr. Plowden’s opinion that the microscopic announcement above 
given is any protection to the public is an insult to common 
sense, and we venture to say that very few of the general public 
have any idea that Epps’s so-called cocoa is other than pure 
cocoa. The public will never be protected against the sale of 
adulterated articles, until all such articles as cocoas that contain 
starch and sugar are properly labelled in the order of their con- 
stituents. Magistrates like Mr. Plowden and Mr. Biron give 
little encouragement to earnest inspectors, and it is a pity they 
do not take a more sensible view of their duty to the public. 
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CIRCULAR NOTES. 


Sat In BEER. 


No more remarkable instances of the difficulties of public 
analysts in dealing with the conflicting claims of trade interests has 
come before our notice than the discussion 'which took place at 
Burlington House last week on salt in beer. Dr. Moritz, on 
whom it is no reflection to say that he holds a brief for the 
Country Brewers’ Society, delivered himself in the course of a 
lecture on this subject of some remarkable opinions. He devoted 
most of his arguments to the demonstration of the egregious 
suggestion, that “ So long as beer did not contain more than 125 
grains per gallon it could not promote thirst or be otherwise 
injurious ;” and to bolster up this curious theory Le solemnly 
argued that because saline waters like Seltzer and Apollinari’s 
actually contained what they were expected to contain, it was 
legitimate to add to beer a substance which it was not expected to 
contain, and which all unbiassed analysts are agreed is not 
necessary to beer. The presumption of Dr. Moritz in dictating 
as to what should be the function of the public analyst in beer 
adulteration was promptly exposed by Mr. Otto Hehner, who 
took part in the discussion. Not only is the standard of 125 
grains per gallon an arbitrary one, as Mr. Hehner pointed out, 
but it is opposed to common sense and the experienca of the 
brewers of the firest ales. We cannot say that these are 
members of the Country Brewers’ Society. 


THE Megat Expert (?) SNUBBED, 


Mr. William Ramsden, butcher, whose evidence some Birken- 
head Dogberrys a few months ago accepted in preference to 
that of Dr. Francis Vacher as an expert in the question of 
diseased meat does not always succeed in impeding the opera- 
tions of sanitary inspectors : 

At St. Helens, on the 29th ult., the charge against George 
Wrigley, butcher, 51, Parr Street, of exposing unsound meat for sale 
again came on for hearing. William Ramsden, cattle salesman and 
wholesale butcher, managing director of the Liverpool Abattoir Com- 
pany, and vice-president of the National Federation of Butchers, 
deposed that he had examined the meat and he found it perfectly 
wholesome and perfectly sound. Similar evidence was given hy other 
butchers. Chief Constable Wood reported that in August, 1838, the 
defendant was fined £5 and costs for preparing unsound meat for 
sale. Defendant was fined £10 and costs. 

The St. Helen’s magistrates are to be commended for the sound 
sense they displayed. 


Bap Bacon In CLERKENWELL. 


Sanitary Inspector Wm. Parsons, of St. Luke’s Vestry, when 
passing through the market portion of Whitecross Street, St. 
Luke’s, on the 3rd inst., had his attention called to a stall on 
which was exposed a large quantity of bacon that was being 
offered at a very cheap rate. He examined the bacon and found 
that a considerable portion of it wasin a putrid condition. The 
barrow was seized, and the meat shown to the medical officer of 
health, after which it was conveyed to the courtyard of the 
Clerkenwell Police Court. There it was further inspected by 
the magistrate, Mr. Rose, who without any hesitation granted 
an order for its immediate destruction. The vendor stated that 
he purchased the bacon at the market on Thursday, and gave it 
as his opinion that such ought not to have been passed there if 
unwholesome. This makes the second seizure in one week. 


CoMMENDED TO Mr. HERBERT GARDNER'S CONSIDERATION, 


Mr. J. W. Bridgman at the last meeting of the Marylebone 
Guardians said :— 

‘‘ They must remember, however, that the prosecuting standard of 
milk was so low that thoroughly good milk could be skimmed or 
watered without coming under the Act. Mr. Holland must know 
that what they wanted to obtain and what they were able to obtain 
were two very different things. When the Medical Officer took a 
case to a legal gentleman that person would not take it up unless it 
was a very strong one, and when a case went before the magistrate it 
had to be supported by very strong evidence.”’ 

Exactly so—the standard is very low, but Mr. Herbert Gardner’s 
salary does not suffer from that complaint. It figures out about 
£40 per week—a salary for which a country ought to be able to 
obtain a man with a mind of his own and capable of earnest and 
sensible public work, not a mere mouthpiece of official platitudes. 





Bap Beer Makes Bap TRADE. 


Dr. Teed, whose report we publish elsewhere, corroborates the 
grave indictment of anotber analyst which we published some 
weeks ago on the question of pure beer. lt is one that does not 
effect the wealthy—save such as are landowners and suffer from 
agricultural depression and the decrease in barley growing and 
prices. It is pre-eminently a poor man’s question. The poorer 








districts throughout London and the provinces are the places- 
where the pure beers of Bass, Ind Coope, Allsopps and brewers- 
of repute are unknown, and where the vile “substitute” beer is- 
the only beer obtainable. Further, the decrease in barley grow-- 
ing means that two thirds less labour is required on the land. 

Who has benefited by this shortsightedness of Parliament, and. 
the idiotic ignorance of the Somerset House Inland Revenue: 
chemists P Not one honest person in the land. The unscrupulous. 
brewers have reaped enormous fortunes. Beer has been 
debauched ; the poor are purged by filthy “swipes;” and 

labourers driven from agricultural districts into the towns in the 

vain hope of finding employment. And yet, Mr. Herbert 

Gardner, Minister of Agriculture is a heaven born genius of a 
minister, apparently for the sole reason that permanent officials 

may stuff him like a Strasbourg goose with whatever pabulum is 
like to fatten his pride, and blind his eyes to the pressing ques-- 
tions that ought to be the first to engage the attention of a 

minister who had brains to understand his country’s needs and a 

resolve to work for them. 


Tse SHEFFIELD STIPENDIARY AND MitKk ANALYSIS. 


Sheffield has a double-barrelled genius in a stipendiary whose 
knowledge of milk analysis is so wonderful that if the 
stipendiary labour market became overcrowded, and he joined. 
the ranks of the unemployed, he might, with full confidence of 
competence apply for a post in the Somerset House department... 
The other day, Charles Bell, milk seller, 21, Exeter Street,. 
Sheffield, was summoned by a Health Iuspector, who on the 
morning of Saturday, October 22nd, saw the defendant’s milk- 
cart in Napier Street. He bought some new milk, and ona 
sample of this being sent to the Analyst, Mr. A. H. Allen, 
Shettield, that gentleman reported that it had been deprived of a 
portion of the natural cream or butter fat by skimming. He- 
estimated the deficiency at fully one-fourth. Defendant said he 
had used a lactometer to test the milk, and had found that it 
was pure. He had no other means of ascertaining the fact. Dr. 
Harvey Littlejohn, the medical cfficer, said though by a. 
lactometer a person could not always get an accurate result, yet- 
with a good lactometer a satisfactory result might be obtained.. 
Defendant replied that he purchased the instrument from one of 
the best makers in the town. Every time he had tested it he- 
had obtained an accurate result. The Stipendiary said he must. 
admit that he knew of no better means of testing milk, but the ~ 
defendant would do well to ascertain that the instrument was 
accurate in its register. Under the circumstances he should dis-- 
miss the summons, believing that the defendant had done what 
he could to ascertain whether the milk was pure or adulterated. — 
Mr. H. Sayer, Deputy Town Clerk. It will be noted that the 
sapient stipendiary posed as an expert witness as to the value of 
the lactometer for testing milk, in ,the face of the well known 
fact, that when tested by it, skimmed miik appears to be superior 
to new milk! The opinion of the Sheffield stipendiary, however, 
is not quite as wonderful as that of the pseudo analytical de-- 
partment at Somerset House, inasmuch as the latter body pre-- 
tend to be able to analyse milk from decomposed samples which 
every analyst knows is impossible. 





Larp Mercuants IMPROVE. 


Some weeks ago Mr. Arthur Liddon Bridge prosecuted a 
dealer at Huddersfield for selling as pure lard a substance con- 
taining 15 per cent. of beef stearine. The prosecution has 
already had a wholesome effect, and if other Food and Drugs 
Act inspectors would follow Mr. Bridge’s example, the sale of 
adulterated lard would receive such a check that the American 
makers would be perforce driven to seud into this country only 
pure articles. One American firm to whose beef stearine pro-: 
duct we called attention, wrote to their agent in Bristol a letter 
in which occurs the following statements :— 

‘¢ Some years since the same question was raised in Bristol, in a 
case brought against Messrs. Budgett & Co., and upon precisely the 
same ground. Mr. A. S. Roe, of the late firm of Chamberlain, Roe: 
and Co., happened to be in Bristol at the time, and proved conclu- 
sively that in warm weather it was absolutely necessary to use a 
small percentage of a substance that would tend to harden the 
lard in order to make it fit for carriage in small packages for long. 
distances.” 


AMERICAN LARD MAKERS ON THE Horns oF A DILEMMA. 


Mr. Arthur Liddon Bridge has evidently hit the American: 
Beef stearine makers hard. This firm say :—‘ There seems to: — 
have been gross ignorance on the part of some of the witnesses: — 
for the prosecution in the Yorkshire case, as to what beef stearine 
really is, and the opinicns they expressed were evidently pre-- 
pared for them, and were not of their own knowledge. Oleo or 
beef stearine is the fat of the finest beef cattle, from which the 
oil has been expressed, the oil being used in the manufacture of 
butter ; consequently the oleo cannot be other than a perfectly 
wholesome and fine cooking fat, and it is in no sense an adulterate.- 
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It is generally of greater value than lard, and is never used for 
_ the purpose of cheapening it.” We submit that not one word 
of this is correct. Beef stearine is not generally, or at any time, 
of greater value than lard, and beef stearine is used for the pur- 
pose of cheapening lard, and its use in lard is dishonest and un- 
necessary. The very firm who state that Mr. A. S. Roe proved 
that the substance—beef stearine—was necessary, give their own 
and Mr. Roe’s contention the lie direct by advertising at the 
foot of the impudent letter from which we quote (vide Grocer, 
Nov. 26th) :— 

«It will, however, interest your readers to know that the Central 
Lard Company are now manufacturing lard consisting of all hog fat, 
and samples of recent arrivals at this port have been submitted to 
the Public City Analyst, and the following is his report :— 

; “ Western Countries Lasoratory, Briston, 
‘“¢ November 15th, 1892. 

‘Dear Srr,—I have examined the contents of a bucket of lard 


‘manufactured by Messrs. Chamberlain, Roe and Co., and find them 
to present all the characters of genuine hog fat only. 


‘* Yours faithfully, 
(Signed) “FRANCIS STODDART.” 


Thus out of the mouths of the Central Lard Compiny them- 


selves are they and Mr. A. 8. Roe proved to be wrong. They 
maintained that beef stearine in lard was “ absolutely necessary,” 
until Mr. Bridge proved to Huddersfield magistrates that it was 
not necessary, and that the assertion was pure Yankee bunkum. 
Once more we wish to impress upon Food and Drugs Act inspec- 
tors the fact, that as one swallow does not make summer, 
neither does one analysis prove that any of the American lard 
manufacturers have given up their practice of adulterating lard. 
It is only by inspectors persisting in taking samples everywhere 
throughout the country that the adulteration now practised can 
be successfully dealt with. 





THE Grocers’ FEDERATION CHAIRMAN AND CoLMAN'S MUSTARD. 


Mr. R. Grice, Chairman of the Federation General Purposes 
Committee, writing on November 24th, says :— 


Srz,—I have read with some care and interest the report of the 
‘mustard condiment” case decided at the Bristol Police-court last 
Wednesday. 


Iwas much surprised to read therein a statement made by Mr. 
Tillett, who appeared in the case on behalf of Messrs. Colman, that 
mustard flour and mustard seeds would not keep in tins; when it 
was made up for use it turned black; and that it is so hot and 
pungent when mixed with water that the British public could not eat 
it. I think such statements as these should not go forth without 
being promptly contradicted, and I should be very much surprised if 
the Messrs. Colman would attempt to justify them. 


I have brought that firm’s D.S.F. mustard, warranted pure, for 
many years past ; in fact, I buy no mustard in tins from any manu- 
facturers unless it is sold fo me as pure and so labelled. I have 
never received a complaint that it turns black, or that it is so hot 
it cannot be used; and having had pure mustard on my own table 
for many.years, I do not find these statements borne out by my 
personal experience. 


In the interests of honest traders who buy an article which manu- 
facturers sell as pure, and which the former retail to the public as 
such, I therefore take this opportunity of calling the attention of the 
trade to the peculiar position in which Messrs. Colman’s represen- 
tative has placed them. 


Tam, &e., 


Chairman of Federation Geaerai Purposes Committee, 
1, Three Fale n-court, Fleet-street, E.C., Novamber 


TINNED SARDINES PorsoNIN?. 


Dr. Charles Harrison, Medical Officer of Health, Linco n 
his report for the year ending Doc. 31st, 1891, note i a casa of 
sardine poisoning as follows :— 


‘¢ My attention was called to some cases of illness, the symptoms 
resembling poisoning. On investigation I found that a family of six 
after partaking of sardines at tea were seized with severe pain, 
vomiting and purgirg. Two of the sufferers were in great danger for 
some days, but all eventually recovered. I examined the remaining 
sardines, but detected no poison. Only a minute trace of tin was 
found quite insufficient to account for any of the symptoms, which 
resembled those described in the several cases of food poisoning 
which have been investigated and reported on from time to time by 
the medical inspectors of the Local Government Board, the illness 
being caused probably by the formation of some alkaloid in the food 
producing symptoms similar to those caused by some poisonous 
vegetable alkaloids. The sardines were purchased of a most re- 
sp ctable firm, and a'though many boxes of the same brand had been 
disposed of, no complaint had been made by others.” 
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MILK AND BUTTER ADULTERATIONS, 





DEPUTATION TO THE BOARD OF AGRICULTURE. 


Tue President of the Board of Agriculture (Mr. Herbert ne oe | 
and the Parliamentary Secretary of the Local Government Boar 
(Sir Walter Foster, M.P.) received, at St. James’s Square, on the 2nd 
inst., a deputation from the Central Association of Dairy Farmers 
and Milk Dealers, who asked that more stringent measures should be 
adopted to prevent the sale of separated milk as new, and that 
further amendments should be made in the Margarine Act to prevent 
tbe sale of blended as pure butter, and that margarine should not be 
coloured to imitate butter. The Ministers were accompanied by Sir 
Jacob Wilson, Mr. T. H. Elliott, Major Craigie, Mr. Cope, and Mr. 
A. W. Anstruther. The deputation was introduced by Lord Adding- 
ton, and they pointed out that since the separator had come into use 
the skimmed milk was mixed with the new milk, and the honest 
dairyman could not sell pure milk at a profit. As to margarine, it 
ought to be labelled in such a way that the purchaser could not be 
deceived. 

The Present, in reply, expressed his sympathy with the deputa- 
tion, but reminded them that, with the exception, perhaps, of goods 
passing through the hands of Custom-house authorities, it was to the 
local authorities that the law looked for the actual execution of its 
statutory provisions, which were designed to protect the consumer 
from fraudulent practices, and it was the Local Government Board 
with whom rested the duty of advising and guiding the loc+] authori- 
ties in these matters. Sir Walter Foster would report to the Local 
Government Board, who would determine whether further legislation 
ought to be initiated by the Government or not. With Jegislation 
giv ng security to the dealer against illegitimate competition and 
protection to the consumer the Board of Agriculture had full sym- 
pathy. But at the same time he was strongly opposed to all measures 
which had the result of depriving the consumers of those benefits 
which he believed they derived from the fair and legitimate competi- 
tion amongst producers. With regard to margarine, it supplied a 
demand of a large number of poorer consumers, who were unable to 
pay the price of butter. He thought Parliament would hesitate 
before it accepted any proposal which tended to prevent margarine 
from being prepared in a way which made it attractive and desirable 
to a large class of consumers. With regard to the separated milk 
question, tbey had spoken of the adoption of a fixed statutory stan- 
dard for milk. All those concerned in the administration of the 
Foods Adulteration Act would rejoice if chemical and analytical 
science would remove the difficulties in the way of the adoption of a 
fixed standard, but such a standard would result in almost greater 
difficulties. Ifa high standard of quality was fixcd, a large quantity 
of perfectly pure but low quality of milk would be shut out of the 
market ; and if, on the other hand, a low standard was fixed, there 
would be created a standing temptation to producers and dealers to 
reduce their milk to that low standard, possibly by the addition of 
water. Still, he did not want to anticipate the consideration of his 
proposal, which he had not the slightest doubt would not be lost 
sight of by the Local Government Board. As to their desire that 
the existing provisions of the law should be more actively enforced, 
he knew that Sir Walter Forster would concur with them in that 
desire. He hoped that public opinion would become stronger, and 
that the constituents of the various representative local authorities 
would insist upon being afforded that protection against fraud which 
the active exercise of existing statutory powers would undoubtedly 
do much to insure for them. 

Sir Water Foster also replied. He said that, looking at it 
from the purely local government point of view, the deputation 
were in a great difficulty, with which he had much sympathy, 
and which was brought about by trade competition. Since the 
use of the separator they had brought into the market a 
quantity of separated milk, which a certain portion of the trade sold 
as ordinary milk. The deputation proposed to meet that difficulty 
by the creation of a milk standard. That was a question that really 
scientific people found a great difficulty in solving, and, until science 
was able tolay down a proper standard for milk, legislation would 
be difficult. He regretted very much that the Acts with reference to 
milk were not put much more in force; but there was a great deal 
of difficulty in doing so on account of the variations of analysis and 
other difficulties. He hoped the deputation would use their influence 
to get local authorities to do their duty. The Local Government 
Board did all they could to get local authorities to do their duty, but 
they were very anxious not to introduce centralized authority in this 
matter, but, as far as possible, to give each local authority a free 
hand. With regard to margarine, he felt strongly that no margarine 
ought to be sold as butter; but the Local Government Board could 
not declare margarine to be an article which ought not to be sold at 
all. He was afraid that during the next Session the Government 
could not take any steps for the amendment of either the Food and 
Drugs Act or the Margarine Act. At the same time they would give 
any assistance to private members who undertook some amendment 
of the law in this respect. 

The deputation then withdrew. 
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THE USE OF SALT IN BEER. 


On the 2nd inst., Dr. Moritz, of London, consulting chemist to the 
Country Brewers’ Society, read a paper before the members of the 
Institute of Brewing assembled in the rooms of the Chemical 
Society at Burlington House on the subject of salt in beer. The 
chair was occupied by Mr. John Heron. 

Dr. Moritz commenced his paper by a brief historic reference to 
the imposition of taxation on beer, and to the legislation affecting 
adulteration of beer with special reference to the use of salt, and said 
that since 1874, when the adulteration clauses of the Act of 1872 
were repealed, the brewers had been at the mercy of the various 
public analysts. After that unfortunate repeal there was quite an 
epidemic of salt adulteration cases, and Parliament was approached 
and urged to put the salt question in beer on a more proper basis, 
but the Legislature had taken no action, and the aspect of the ques- 
tion remained unchanged to this day. Dr. Moritz next reviewed the 
provisions of the Food and Drugs Act relating to the adulteration of 
beer, and asserted that if the vendor could trace the whole of the 
salt in beer to the materials used in making the beer no offence could 
be proved, always supposing that the amount used could be shown 
not to be injurious. He thought that they were justified on the 
most satisfactory evidence in saying that so long as beer did not 
contain more than 125 grains per gallon it could not promote thirst 
or be otherwise injurious. If there was any force in the argument 
that salt should be taken with solid food and not beverages, it must 
be used against all drinks. But he had lately analysed milk and the 
most favourite table waters, and the results were instructive. Seltzar 
water contained 79°3 of salt per gallon. Apollinaris water 101:47 of 
salt, and milk 119-99 of salt, and he had never heard it suggested 
against these blameless fluids that they were provocative either of 
thirst or injury. It was, indeed, strange that whilst many wou!ld 
restrict the chlorine in beer to 30, they permit twice that amount io 
non-alcholic beverages, and they could not but feel that this con- 
tradictory attitude was at the bidding of prejudice rather than of 
reason. They had, however, arrived at this point, that so long as 
the brewer could show that the use of salt in brewing was necessary 
for the production of a marketable beer, he was quite at liberty to use 
such an amountas,added tothat contained in the materials themselves, 
should not introduce into one gallon of that beer more than 125 
grains. With regard to the need of salt in the brewing process, 
especially in the production of light gravity beers, it was hardly 
necessary to say much to an audience of brewers and experts. The 
treatment of brewing waters with the mineral substances of which 
they were deficient was almost universal, and was supported by most 
eminent authorities, and the ethics of the practice were precisely 
those of the farmer, who similarly treated his land. It might be ad- 
mitted that a great deal of most excellent beer was made with very 
little salt or other chlorides, such as Messrs. Bass & Co.’s and several 
other well-known firms, but there was founi in those beers a great 
deal of gypsum and other similar sulphates, due either to the mineral 
water or to the direct addition of those bodies to the water. Again, 
it would be found that the tame brewer who used salt or other chlo- 
rides for his running ale would, if he had a stock ale trade, replace 
the chlorides with sulphates in the water when he was brewing stock 
ales. 
smaller firms that they found so much salt or other chloride used, 
but analysis had shown this imputation to be unfounded. For 
instance, in a recent analysis it was found that the following were the 
proportions of chloride contained in the brewings, viz. :—London ale 
(Barclay, Perkins and Co.), 85°96; Londen stout (City of London 
Company), 65°83; Burton strong ale, 64°83; Essex pale ale, 46°49; 
Yorkshire ale, 115°66; and Norfolk (Lacon and Co), 78:00. The 
bulk of sali used by brewers during brewing was that added 
to the water, and it was at that stage that its action was 
most beneficial, though some used, and justifiably so, a little in 
‘“‘ dressing,’’ the amount varying from seven to 2l grains per gallon. 
These considerations showed that no offence was committed under 
the Adulteration Act when the total amount did not exceed 125 
grains per gallon. In this connexion it was satisfactory to observe 
that all the beers analysed showed less salt than the quantity 
permissible from the health standpoint, and for the very good reason 
that while salt in certain quantities was a distinct benefit, it was only 
so within limits. The technical requirements of the brewer required 
time to keep down his salt rate to the limits imposed by considera- 
tions of public health, and that he considered was a point of great 
importance. It seemed to him that the function of the Public 
Analyst in this connexion was after{discovering the amount of salt in 
beer, only to take action when the amount exceeded 125 grains 
per gallon, or where there was reason to suppose that salt had been 
added to the finished beer. His first duty was to determine the 
precise amount of salt inthe beer, for without such an estimate, he 
argued, he was quite incompetent to prove anything. As to the 
abundant necessity for this step, it might surprise them to hear that 
in recent prosecutions the analysts had done nothing of the kind, and 
had not even determined the very thing which was the offending 
adulterant. The chlorine only was determined, and such chlorine 
calculated into salt, but he maintained that this was unreliable and 
erroneous. As regarded the standard or limit of salt in beer, he had 
suggested 125 grains of salt per gallon, but whether that standard 
was fixed upon or not there was one thing which must be insisted 
upon, and that was that it should be a salt standard and not one 
inferentially obtained from the chlorine, over which, as a rale, the 
brewer had no control. Having shown that at present there was no 
uniform standard or data followed by the various public an: ly sts, he 








It was sometimes saggested that it was only in the beer of the | 





said that the conclusions which he ventured to draw were these— 
That there should be a salt standard, not a chlorine standard ; that 
the salt limit should not be below 125 grains per gallon; and that 
the brewer should be allowed to use materials and to introduce salt 
into his beer within the limit at any stage so long as none be added 
to the finished beer. 

A discussion followed. 

Dr. Sykes said it was to be deplored that there should be a differ- 
ence of opinion between the public and brewers’ analysts, and ex- 
pressed a hope that some agreement might soon be arrived at. 

Mr. Aupous gave some amusing instances of the public idea of the 
prevalence of beer adulteration, and said that as a practical brewer 
in London if the outside public could be made to believe that there 
was no such adulteration a great point would be gained. 

Mr. Heuer, president of the Society of Public:Analysts, congratu- 
lated Dr. Moritz upon his able and closely-reasoned paper. He re- 
pudiated the responsibility of public analysts for the prosecutions 
undertaken, and said that brewers could not complain, after all, that 
they had been much hampered during the last ten years. He did not 
think a single prosecution had taken place during that period on less 
than 50 grains of chlorine per gallon. Dr. Moritz was anxious to 
lay down a standard, and they, the public analysts, were equally 
anxious for such a standard, but the one suggested by Dr. Moritz, of 
125 grains per gallon, was an exceedingly arbitrary one. If a stan- 
dard was laid down it must be not only a chloride limit, but a sodium 
limit also. He did not think that it could be seriously argued that 
added salt was required. In 1887 it was urged stroogly that it was 
not required, and it would need very strong evidence indeed to break 
down that opinion. He admitted that the Food and Drugs Act was very 
imperfect, and he urged them to agitate for Parliamentary inquiry 
into the matter, with the v.ew of arriving at a better state of the 
law. 

Mr. Satamon said that if the brewer was accused of adding salt to 
his beer, the natural inference on the part of the public was that he 
had added that salt with the intent, if not to defraud, at least to 
cause the public, by inducing thirst, to drink more beer, and the 
allegation was likely to do the brewer considerable harm, and they 
ought to protest against such an imputation. The salt was added 
for a legitimate reason, just as sali was added to the bread by the 
baker in the production of the article. The conditions of brewing 
had vastly altered during recent years. The brewers had been called 
upon to produce a lighter beer and one less intoxicating, and unless 
the water was so treated as te do the work required this beer could 
not be produced. It was an infinitesimal amount of salt about which 
so much fuss was being made, and it was necessary for the produc- 
tion of the article. Therefore in discussing a question of standard 
it seemed to him it must first be proved that the brewers were doing 
anything opposed to public utility or advantage. He hoped, how- 
ever, the result of this discussion would be to dissipate the nonsense 
that was talked about the addition of salt to the beer by British 
brewers. (Hear, hear.) 

Dr. Mortrz having briefly replied upon the discussion, 

The proceedings closed with a vote of thanks to Dr. Moritz for his 
paper, and to the chairman for presiding. 








ANALYSTS’ REPORTS. 


Mr. A. Wynter Bryru, medical officer of health and analyst of 
food and drugs for the Marylebone Vestry, in his report for October, 
states that 46 samples of food were collected for analysis in the 
month, but that no proceedings were taken before the magistrates in 
respect of them. ‘There were four seizures of unwholesome food, and 
one trunk of haddocks, two trunks of plaice, and three parts of a 
box of whiting were destroyed. Mr. Blyth does not state whether 
any of the samples colleeted were analysed or whether they were 
adulterated. 





The last quarterly report of the analyst of the Wiltshire County 
Council shows that 14 samples (two of beer, four of bread, one of 
butter, four of coffee, two of milk, and one of mustard) were submitted 
to the county analyst during the quarter. Six of these were sent 
from the Warminster police division ; three from the Chippenham 
police division; three from the Swindon New Town Local Board, and 
two from private persons. All were described as genuine, except two 
samples of coffee, submitted from the Warminster police division. 
One of these is stated to contain ‘‘ Coffee 7 parts, chicory 93,” and 
the analyst remarks “ the tin was labelled ‘ French coffee,’ and con- 
tained also in small print the words, ‘This tin contains a blend of 
the finest chicory with carefully selected coffees.’ It was almost all 
chicory.” The other sample is stated to have been ‘ adulterated 
with 50 per cent. chicory.’’ Proceedings were taken by the police 
in both the cases last mentioned, but in neither case was there a 
conviction. 





At the last meeting of the Kent County Council, the Weights and 
Measures Committee which is responsible for the administration of 
the Food and Drugs Adulteration Acts reported that during the past 
quarter 190 samples of food, &c., have been submitted for analysis. 
Of this number 21 were found to be adulterated, being a percentage 
of 11:05. In 20 of these cases proceedings were taken with the result 
that in one case the defendant escaped with the payment of costs, 
and in 19 of them fines were imposed of sums varying from 1s. up to 
£3, inclusive of costs. Upon this point the Committee wish to refer 
to a passage in the last annual report of the Local Government 
Board, in which it is said ‘‘ It is certainly to be feared that adultera- 
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tion will not be effectually suppressed by the imposition of penalties 
which are insignificant in comparison with the profits of the practice.” 
Mr. M. A. Adams, the County Analyst, reported that of the 21 ad- 
ulterated samples of the past quarter, the worst cases were—(1) A 
case of adulterated butter in the Elham Division, in which the degree 
of adulteration was no less than 85 per cent. ; (2) u case of adulter- 
ated coffee in the Bearsted Division, in which tne degree of adultera- 
tion was 40 per cent.; and (3) a case of adulterated coffee in the 
Dartford Metropolitan District, where the adulterant was 21 per cent. 
The penalties imposed in the above three cases were respectively 30s., 
20s., and £3. The Committee recommended that, subject to the 
approval of the Local Government Board, Mr. Matthew Algernon 
Adams be re-appointed County Analyst for the term of one year from 
the 7th November, 1892 (on which day his former appointment 
Gepired) and that such appointment be on the same terms as here- 
tofore. 


Is moving the adoption of the report, Alderman Marsham said he 
wished to point out to the magistrates who were members of the 
Council, and also through the Press, to other magistrates, the para- 
graph in the report {about the sale of Food and Drugs Act. ‘In 20 
cases proceedings were taken, with the result that in one case the 
defendant escaped with the payment of costs, and in 19 others fines 
were imposed of sums varying from ls. to £3, inclusive of costs. 
Upon this point your Committee wish to refer to a passage in the last 
annual report of the Local Government Board, in which it is said, 
‘Tt is certainly to be feared that adulteration will not be effectually 
suppressed by the imposition of penalties which are insignificant in 
comparison with the profits of the practice’”’ (hear, hear.) He (Mr. 
Marsham) wished to urge upon magistrates the desirability of being 
careful with regard to fines which they imposed in these cases, and 
to remember that the Council were spending a good deal of money in 
the matter, in which the poorer classes were affected more than any 
other. (Hear, hear.) 


Mr. Talbot seconded the adoption of the report, and said he also 
wished to draw attention to the matter to which the Vice-Chairman 
‘had referred. It was a very important matter, because all their 
efforts to prevent adulteration were likely to be thrown away on 
account of so-called leniency in the penalties imposed. He thought 
the attention of magistrates should be called to the matter in some 
definite way, and he would propose that a copy of that portion of the 
report quoted by Mr. Marsham should be forwarded to the Clerk of 
every bench of magistrates in the county. 


The Committee’s report was adopted, and the motion of Mr. Talbot 
was seconded by the Vice-Chairman, and carried. 


Dr. F. L. Teed, Public Analyst, Camberwell, London, in his 
annual report for the quarter ending September 29th, 1892, 
says :— 


* During the last quarter I have had 40 samples of food submitted 
to me by your Inspectors for analysis. Of these I found six samples 
to be adulterated within the meaning of the Acts governing my ap- 
pointment. Private purchasers have again failed to avail themselves 
of any of the Acts. No drugs were submitted for analysis. 


Among other samples which I analysed were two samples of malt 
liquor, both of which I found to be genuine. I would however like 
to point out the peculiar condition of the law with regard to malt 
liquors. By the agitation firstly of the hop-growers, and secondly 
of the farmers, the tax on hops, and the tax on malt, have both been 
repealed. Before the repeal of the hop tax, it was an offence to add 
any bitter, other than hop, to beer. It was considered an offence, 
not against health, but against the revenue, and any brewer having 
for sale other bitter substances on his premises was liable to punish- 
ment. As soon as it ceased to be an offence against the revenue, 


bitters of all kind were allowed to be added, according to the taste | 


and fancy of the brewer, hence one result of the repeal of the hop 
fax, was to greatly injure the hop growers. 


Before the repeal of the malt tax, the only substances allowed as 
malt substitutes in beer were sugars, but since the malt tax has been 
abolished, and the brewer pays his tax on the amount of wort pro- 
duced, there is nothing in law to prevent him from making his beer 
from whatever pleases him. Raw grain, rice, and even potatoes have 
been experimented on as sources of beer. 


- From this brief sketch of the legislation on beer, it will be seen 
that beer is a substance entirely without definition. It need contain 
neither malt nor hops, and may be of any strength whatever. 


It may have come under your notice from time to time that certain 
publicans have been fined (and generally heavily fined) for diluting 
their beer. These fines always arise from excise prosecutions, for 
although the brewer is allowed to make his beer as strong or as weak 
as he likes, the excise laws will not permit the publican ‘to again 
dilute his beer. The excise authorities can successfully carry 
out such prosecutions, because they can inspect the brewers’ books, 
and can ascertain thence the original strength of the beer, and thus can 
determine the amount of water (if any) that a publican has added. 
No Local Authority has the power of entry into a brewery to inspect 
the books, or the power of entry in a publican’s cellar to see what 
cask the beer is drawn from, and hence, however dilute a beer may 
be, it is impossible for a public analyst to say whether such dilution 
took place at the brewery, where it is allowable, or in the publican’s 
cellar where it is forbidden. There have been attempts made, from 
time to time, to prosecute vendors of beer for the addition of common 
salt, but hitherto, in all defended cases, invariably without success. 








Whilst the regulations applying to beer continue to be what they at 
present are, it is practically hopeless to attempt to obtain convic- 
tions under the existing Acts regulating the sale of food. 

From tims to time attempts are made to promote legislation on 
the subject of beer, with the view of bringing it back to its pristine 
simplicity. Scarcely a sessi n of Parliament passes, without one or 
more bills being introduced with this object, but hitherto without 
any success.”" 





A CURIOUS COFFEE CASE. 
A CONSTABLE CHARGED WITH PERJURY. 


At Market Drayton sessions on the 24th ult., Police-constable 
Austin, of Whitchurch, was charged with committing wilful per- 
jury on October 27th, in giving evidence in a case heard at 
Market Drayon Petty Sessions on that date, wherein Henry 
Jones, shopkeeper, Shropshire Street, Market Drayton, was 
charged with selling as coffee, coffee adulterated with chicory. 
Mr. Craig, Shrewsbury, prosecuted on behalf of the police, Mr. 
Weyman, Ludlow, app3ared for the defence, and Mr. Hawthorne, 
Market Drayton, watched the case on behalf of Mr. Jones. 
Gaorge Gordon Warren, magistrates’ clerk for Market Drayton, 
said at the Petty Sessions, on October 27th, Henry Jones was 
charged with having sold as coffee, coffee mixed with chicory, an 
offence under the Foods and Drugs Act, on which Edward Austin 
gave evidence to the effect that on September 14th he called at 
Jones’s shop in Market Drayton in plain clothes, and asked Jones 
for half-a-pound of coffee. He paid 10d. for the half-pound, 
stating that he purchased it for the purpose of submitting it to 
the public analyst. Ho sealed up the coffze in three parcels in 
the presence of Mr. and Mrs. Jones, and gave one part tu Mr. 
Blunt, analyst, on the same date. When cross-examined by Mr. 
Hawthorne, defendant said the coffse was weighed in his presence 
from a canister. He paid 10d. for the coffse, and no conversa- 
tion followed. He did not cut the string round the parcels, and 
had never seen the papers (produced) before, and saw nothing 
like them. Superintendent Edwards, Whitchurch, said it was 
on October 27. On that occasion defendant gave evidence. 
Henry Jones said he was a seed3man and grocer in Market Dray- 
ton. He remembered the defendant coming to his shop on 
September 14, ani he heard him ask Mrs. Jones for half-a-pound 
of coffee. He then heard Mrs. Jones say that they had none 
made up, and thereupon defendant said he would take one 
pound. Mrs. Jones told him they had not got one pound; that 
she had only 2o0z. packets more than half a pound. He saw 
Mrs. Jones passing the packets across, and also some papers 
which were the same as on the packets produced, which was the 
only kind of paper they kept. He then had some conversation 
with defendant. He cut the string of one of the packets, and 
divided the contents into three parts. Witness called defendant's 
attention to the fact that it was labelled as a mixture. He also 
told his wife to wrap up the wrappers with the sample and keep 
them in case of a prosecution for adulteration. It was pur- 
chased from Mr. Chesters of Nantwich in 20z. packets, two 
pounds at a time. They had no Coffee in a canister, and all 
they had was three quarters of apound. Defendant paid 8d. 
and not 10d. for the coffee and his evidence was largely false. 
Elizabeth Poole, who worked for the Joneses, said she had never 
seen any coffee loose, only in 20z. packets. John Shone, 
traveller for P. H. Chesters cf Nantwich, said Jones dealt with 
them. He had never had anything in coffee but 20z. packets 
fromthem. Mr. Weyman asked the bench not to send his client 
for trial. Defendant pleaded not guilty. For the defence, 
Thomas Ravenshaw cited a case in which defendant asked at a 
shop for coffee, and it was afterwards marked “mixed” and 
defendant then refused it. Captain Williams-Freeman, chief 
constable, and Mr. Thomas Poole of Ashton-on-Clun gave 
strong evidence of the good character of defendant. The bench 
said they had no alternative and defendant was committed for 
trial at the assizes. Bail was allowed in two sureties of £25 
each, 








NOTICE. 


Tue Editor begs to thank the many Public Analysts, Medical 
Officers of Health, Sanitary Inspectors, and Inspectors under 
the Food and Drugs Acts, who have sent reports, notes of caser, 
and written approving of the objects of Foop, Drugs anp 
Drink, and will be glad if Public Analysts and Medical Officers 
of Health generally will oblige by sending regularly their reports, 
and such cases of importance as occur in their districts. 


Lae 
THE MERCHANDISE MARKS ACT PROSECUTION. 


THE SUMMONSES AGAINST MESSRS. BANCROFT 
DISMISSED. 








' Ar the Liverpool Police Court, on the Ist inst., before Mr. W. J. 
Stewart, the adjourned prosecution instituted under the Merchandise 
Marks Act of 1887, against Messrs. Bancroft & Co., oil and lard im- 
porters and refiners, Oldhall Street, for applying a false trade des- 
cription to certain goods, to wit, lard; and against Messrs. Lewis and 
Co., of Ranelagh Street, for having in their possession for sal3 goods 
to which a false trade description was avplied was decided. Mr. 
Paxton conducted the case for the Board of Trade, and Mr. Mulhol- 
land appeared for the defendants. Evidence was given last week of 
the purchase from Messrs. Lewis and C>., as American lard, of a tin 
of lard bearing the label on which was a boar’s head and the words 
‘‘Messrs. Bancroft and Oo., Liverpool. Warranted pure lard. 
Original patentees.”” Charles Stephenson Rigg, manager for Ban- 
croft and Co., now stated that the label produced had been used by 
the firm for 30 or 40 years, except as regards the boar’s head, which 
had been added about 15 years aco. It was, therefore, in use when 
the Act of 1887 was passed. The witness detailed the refining 
processes, lasting 24 hours, to which the raw material got in Chicago 
was subjected at the firm’s works in Liverpool. Cross-examined by 
Mr. Malhbolland: Last year the firm’s output of American lard wus 
10,662 tons, worth upwards of £500,000. ‘The purification added 10 
per cent. to the value of the material. He had never heard of any 
manufacture on a large scale of English as distinguished from 
American lard. A large quantity of lard of the same raw material 
as theirs, but refined to some extent, and also adulterated in America, 
was imported into this country and had a bad reputation. He 
thought it would be detrimental to them to describe their lard as 
American. They could not get a tithe of the raw material they re- 
quired in the United Kingdom alone. Mr. Pax-on said that if Mr. 
Stewart made up his mind there was no prima facie case for the jary, 
he proposed to go no further. Mr. Stewart having assented to the 
case of Messrs. Bancroft being argued first, Mr. Mulholland con- 
tended that the label in question was not a trade description under 
the statute, and, further, that the lard in the condition it was pre- 
sented for sale was in fact mads and produced in Liverpool, and the 
defendants would be telling an untruth if they said anything about 
it different from what they did at present. Mr. Paxton aaid he did 
not deny that Messrs. Bancroft increased the value of the lard, but 
what was brought over from America was a manufactured article, 
and could not be described as having been produced in this country. 
Mr. Stewart held that if the statement on the label was a description 
of the place or country in which the goods were made or produced, it 
was an accurate description. He dismissed the case, allowing the 
defendants £10 costs. Mr. Paxton said he would in consequeace 
withdraw the information against Messrs. Lewis and Co. 





MEAT PROSECUTION. 


Ar Stockton on the lat inst., Robert Ayre, butcher, Stockton, was 
charged with selling bad meat. Mr. E. J. Thomas p:osecuted for 
the Corporation, and Mr. Barnley, Middlesbrough, defended.— On 
the 21st ult., the assistant Nuisance Inspector (Mr. J. T. Trowsdale} 
saw two men named Franks and Colman hawking meat on a hand- 
cart in Paston Street. Finding the meat tainted he asked to whom 
it belonged, and was told ‘‘ Bob Ayre.” He then had it conveyed to 
the medical officer of health, where he was followed by defendant, 
who admitted to him he was the owner of the meat. Dr. Clegz 
examined it ; found it in a state of decomposition and quite unfit for 
human food, and ordered it to be destroyed. Defendant also ad- 
mitted to the doctor that the meat was his. The cart was then taken 
to the Corporation-yard, whither it was followed by Ayre, and 
twenty-five pieces of the meat, which weighed from two to six 
pouncs were destroyed on the order of a magistrate.—Mr. Mouadale, 
Dr. Clegg, and Mr. W. C. Crowther, the inspector, gave corroborative 
evidence. —The defence was that the meat was what was left over 
from Saturday night’s market and some part of it had gone wrong 
through being overkept and bruised. It was not his, however, when 
seized by the inspector, he having sold it to Coleman at 2s. 9d. per 
stone to hawk, he keing in the habit of buying left over meat from 
butchers. The reason he asked after the meat when he heard it had 
been seized was because he had not then been paid for it.—A number 
of witnesses were then called to bear out these facts, but the Bench 
considering the meat had been clearly proved to belong -to Ayre 
they imposed a fine of £10 and £2 183. costs..—_Coleman had.been 
summoned for being in possession of bad meat, bat the cise was 
withdrawn. 





BOARD OF TRADE RETURNS. 
INCREASE IN CHEAP AMERICAN FLOUR. 


As regards articles of food. and drink the Board of Trade 
Returns for last month show a mark-d falling off in trade, owing 
no doubt to the continuance of low prices, ‘They also show the 
effsct of American competition on the English production of 
foodstufis, the imports of wheat flour, for instance, being 
1,855,000 cwts., against 1,346839 cwts, in the corresponding 
month of last year. The Christmas trade has caused a rise in 
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the imports of certain articles of produce. Cocoa, raisins, and 
tea all show substantial increases, and the demand for spirits, 
wine, and tobacco is even more prominent. ‘ 
As regards the decreased value of the imports, £2,340,734 is in 
duty free articles of food and drink, and £2,054,810 in raw, 
materials for textile manufactures. The receipts of wheat 
from the United States were 3,006,000 cwts., compared with 
3,168,000 ewts.; from Russia the imports were,1,401,000 cwts., 
against 1,997,000 cwts.; and from the British East Indies, 
418,000 ewts., compared with 1,390,009 cwts. 
quantity by 14,853 ewts., and in value by £115,451. Refined 
sugar is also below last year’s total by 300,438 ewts. and £216,235, 
in value. Of wine the increased receipts are from Portugal 
chiefly, the quantity amounting to 595,539 gallons, compared 
with 406,132 gallons. The quantity of wine taken for consump- 
tion during the month was 1,550,491 gallons, compared with 
1,415,242 gallons. Of wine of Portuguese shipments the quantity’ 
was 411,670 gallons, as against 324,485 gallons, the effects of the 
Burnay imports being thus plainly apparent. i 


IMPORTS OF FOREIGN AND COLONIAL PRODUCE. 


Increase or Decr. 


























Principal Articles. = Pransties Velnede, dn aetshe Nowsianal 
Quantiy. Value. 

Animals, Oxen and 
Bulls No. 31,217 | £542,829| 2:9 | 11:6 

» Sheep and 

Lambs.. 3 762 1,148] t97°8 | +98°2 
Bacon... ~ Cwt. 228,096} 515,985} t1°3 | *5-2 
Beef, fresh _ a 203,249] 414,430) *12-4 | *13-1 
Butter ae aie 5 161,479} 882,992} t8°4 | +11°5 
Margarine a + 112,259} 322.53:|*10°6 | *7-4 
Chéeselts “aeinsatt ’ 219,355| 543,582] *44 |] *63 
Coffee .. ¥ a 46,715, 204,049) *75-2 |*102-5 
Corn, Wheat ia ae 6 103,736) 2,087,788] t25°0 | +45-0 
», Wheat Flour < 1,865,100; 945,643) *388°4 | *12-0 
ip vo RRagleye past 9 1,560,414) 549,095} t47°1 | +56°5 
»» -Oate 2 . 1,505,632; 458,472! 0-3 | 418-4 
», Indian Corn oe 2,170,285) 587,269) “47:2 | *11-2 
Eggs ” .. | Gt. Hunds 893,480} 324,860) T61 | 422-3 

Meat unenumer’d, 

preserved other- 

wise than by salt- 

ing ae ma Cwt. 77,054) 174,981) +51 | +4-9 
Mutton, fresh. 44 146,741 pba tl *23°7 |:*20°0 
Rice 8 at Fe 481,483} 199,075) +68 | +11°5 

Seeds, flax and lin- 
seed ss Qr. 269,133) 527,798) +382°4 | +36:4 
Sugar, refined Cwt. 964,308) 825,361) {23-7 | +207 
» raw a te 1,437,324, 968,899] *0-4 | *1-9 
Tallow acd stearine 3 84,428} 101,549) *5-5 «3:0 
art is = lb. 27,894,884; 1,138,069, *5:1| +03 

Tobacco, unmanu- 
factured .. ve £ 3,804 728) 140,872] *60°6 | *65-1 
Wine Gallons. 1,863,936  691,677|*15-2 | *258 

EXPORTS OF BRITISH AND IRISH PRODUCE. 

Alkali Ae Cut. 543,747, £183,848) +06 | +80 
Beer and Ale : Barrels 42,951) 147,631) +12°5 | $11:2 
Oils —Seed 4 Tons 5,723} 106,375} *6°4 +46 
Salt Sa Ar i 65,009 50,335] *73°8 | *45-°9 
Spirits -. | Pf. Gallons 375,896] 127,497} *96 | *66 
Sugar, refined Cwt.. 89,355 67,33¢) *58°5 | *62°6 





* Increase. + Decrease. 


WEDNESDAY’S LONDON MARKETS. 


Gratn.—Values lower for English wheat and flour, worse to sell at 
nominal rates. Muize sold quietly, but price well held, mixed 
American being still scarce. Oats sold moderately well for a 
Wednesday, and prices were about 3d. dearer. Barley had but few 
buyers at unaltered prices. Beans and Peas slow, unchanged. 
Arrivals since Monday: British—Wheat, 340 qrs.; beans, 350 qrs. 
Foreign—Wheat, 18,730 qrs. ; barley, 19,100 qrs.; oats, 18,100 qrs. ; 
maize, 12,740 qrs.; beans, 2,640 qrs.; peas, 150 qrs.; flour, 31,500 
sacks and 300 barrels. 

Sucar.—Crystals steady at full rates. Stoved Goods quiet. and 
unaltered. Cane sugars inactive. Beet futures dull and weak, with 
December delivery passing at 13s. 103d. less 7, and values generally 
2d. to 1d. lower on the day. Contracts registered, 25,500 bags. 

Tea.— Messrs. Hawes and Co., report that a rather better tone was 
felt at the China sales, a few breaks being actually sold and at 
slightly improved prices. At the small Indian sales of 5,489 pkgs. 
buyers showed a bold appearance, and for all, but especially for leaf 
teas up to 104d. per lb., values ruled strong to higher. On the terminal 
market quotations, after the late rise, are rather weaker for Indian, 
but firmer for China teas. Contracts registered, 400 chests Indian. 
China tea nil. 

Correxr.—Spot business slow, and the public sales were small, only 
about 626 bags being offered...The demand was poor, but prices are 
about unchanged. Rio, March; 74s. 3d. Contracts - registered, 
16,500 bags, Rio. : 
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WATER IN BUTTER. 
IMPORTANT PROSECUTION. 


Charies Arthur Jump, a retail grocer, having shops in various parts 
of Manchester, was summoned under the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Act for selling butter which proved upon analysis to be adulterated. 
Mr. T. Hudson, assistant town clerk, who prosecuted, said the 
allegation was that’a quantity of butter which was purchased ‘on the 
1st September last by an inspector at one of the defendant’s shops 
contained more water than was necessary. The analyst would inform 
the court that he found in the butter upon analysis something like 
23-1 per cent. of water. He (Mr. Hudson) was informed that that 
quanity was abnormal, and unnecessary, and he asked the court to 
hold that there had been adulteration. Under section 6 of the Act, 
the vendor was required to sell to the purchaser an article which was 
*‘in substance and quality’? equal to the articledemanded. Of 
course he (Mr. Hudson) was bound to admit that water was necessary 
for the cleansing of butter before it was sold, and the only question 
~was whether the large proportion of water found in the butter in 
question was usual or proper. He (Mr. Hudson) understood that 
unalysts were of opinion that the extreme limit of water in butter 
should not in any case exceed 15 or 16 per cent., while even Dr. Bell, 
of Somerset: House, who was the ultimate judge in such cases, was only 
a little more favourable to the trade and allowed a maximum of 18 
per cent. of water. Seeing that in the present case the sample sub- 
mitted for analysis contained 23-1 per cent., he thought there could 


be-no -doubt'that it had been fraudulently’ added. Evidence was © 


given by Mr. C. Estcourt, city analyst, and Mr. Allen, analyst for the 
West Riding of Yorkshire, that in their opinion butter which con- 
tained 23-1 per cent. of water had been wilfully adulterated to the 
extent of at least 7 per cent. Mr. Walker (Messrs. Bowden and 
Walker), who appeared for the defendant, said he was instructed by 
the Manchester and Salford Association of Grocers (which was com- 
posed entirely of retail grocers, and of which the defendant was the 
secretary) to appear in this’ case. All he wished to say was that, 
whatever adulteration had taken place, it had been committed by the 
farmer who made the butter. As that was the first prosecution of 
the kind which had taken place in Manchester, he thought the Cor- 
poration could very well have afforded to give notice to retail dealers 
of the action they were about to take; the dealers could “then have 
taken steps to protect themselves against those with whom they dealt 
in Ireland. If the Corporation had intimated their intention of pro- 
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secuting in such cases they would have been accorded the hearty 
support of the members of the association he represented. The de- 
fendant was called, and stated that the butter was sold exactly in the 
condition in which he receivedit. Mr. Headlam said he thought it 
was a very bad case of fraud on the part of those who made the 
butter, and Mr. Jump had his remedy against them. He should 
inflict a fine of £5 and £5 extra costs. 
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Is absolutely pure and free from chemicals. 
Is very strong, yet beautifully soft. 
Disintegrates readily, and does not choke the waste pipe. 





Is impregnated with Hamameris Vireinica, and is 
therefore Antiseptic and slightly Astringent. 
Is cheaper and better than any other Medicated Paper. 





SAMPLE PACKETS TO PROFESSION, Is. 


POST FREE. 





KINGSFORD & OO., 54, Piccadilly, LONDON, W. 








Awarded a Silver Medal at the International Health Exhibition, 1884. 
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Used largely by the CITY OF LONDON for deodorising the wood : ; 
COUNTY COUNCIL, Hornsey, Beckenham Grantham, Doncaster and other Local Boards, Hospitals, Railways, etc. 


No household should be without them, as they destroy not merely mask bad smells. 


‘The Medical Officer of Health and Public Analyst for the City of London (Dr. SEDGWICK SAUNDERS, 


the past-summer months I have found ‘Tuson’s Distsrectine Fiurp’ ext as 
purpose a 2 or 3per cent. solution may be used. 


Dr. Thorne Thorne, C.B., F.R.S., Principal Medical Officer of H.M. Local Government 
Board, in his Memoranaum of August 26th, 


or the use of PERCHLORIDE OF MERCURY snd SULPHUROUS ACID. 
| N.B.—Tuson’s Disinfectants contain these two substances in large quantities and various forms. 
Order of your eal Chemist, and if not obtainable apply for Pamphlet and full particulars’ *! - - 


City Offices: 136-7 Palmerston Buildings, Old Broad Street, H.C. 


F.C.S.,-F.S.A.,etc.), 
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in an official report to the Commissioners ot Sewers as far back as 1889, states as follows :—‘‘ During 


extremely valuable for watering the public roadways, for which 
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ENGLISH PRESERVED PROVISIONS. 
English Rolled Ox Tongues | Corned Beef; 


cee Beet, ‘Brawn, &c., &c. 


oe "Pressed Beef, gt ete 7 WRITE FOR PRICE LIST TO 
ip & a CARPENTER, Sutherland Place, Walworth, S.E. 


ih Elbe Ns FOR THE GOUTY AND DIABETIC. 


-—=20c¢ os00ceeeeesenneseesna ne 


FINEST OLD eer 


CAVEN DIS H (16 YEARS OLD) 
(SPECIAL DIETETIC) WHI S KY: 


BONDED AND BOTTLED BY 


CAVENDISH, EDENBOROUGH & C0., 4, CULLUM STREET, LONDON, E.C. 








A Blend of the finest Matured Whiskies, containing no sugar or fusel oil, with the highest 
percentage of the aromatic ethers produced by age. 


This has been specially selected, on the suggestion of Medical Men, to meet the demand 
for a Whisky which can be safely indulged i in by sufferers from Gout, Rheumatism, Diabetes, or 
Dyspepsia. 

Price 54/- per Dozen net Cash. 


conn wzpar, snussers exarsmros, ws.  VRUVE JMONNIER CHAMPAGNE. 
DIPLOMA OF HONOUR (Highest Award), FOOD EXHIBITION, 
1889. SPECIAL CUVEE VINTAGE, 1884. 


MEREDITH &% DREW NO FINER CAN BE HAD AT ANY PRICE. 


(AMALGAMATED) us 
Tu be had of all Wine Merchants. 


HIGH-CLASS BISCUITS & CAKES, 


ESPECIALLY ADAPTED FOR LICENSED VICTUALLERS, 


HOTEL PROPRIETORS & REFRESHMENT CONTRACTORS. VEUVE MONNIER ET SES FI LS, 


Their various manufactures are made from the finest material, and 











manipulated by machinery of the highest order. yA RUE DU COMMERCE, EPERNAY! 
Vays 10 ALL Parts Dairy. 
Office and Works:-—SHADWELL, E. Loxpon OFFicts : | 
PRICE LISTS ON APPLICATION. 9, GRE AT TOWER STREET, E. C. 


Printed for the Proprietors and Published by Atrnep Paxsons, for the Foon, Druas, axp Drink Newspaper Company, at their Office, 
183, Strand, London, W.C. All communications to be addressed to the Editor. 
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PRICE ONE PENNY 


CROSSE & BLACKWELL’S 
PICKLES, SAUCES, MALT VINEGAR, 
JAMS, SOUPS & POTTED MEATS 


MAY BE OBTAINED FROM ALL GROCERS THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. 
CROSSE & BLACKWELL, LIMITED, SOHO SQUARE, LONDON. 


CADBURY'S COCOA ESSENCE, 


The Manufacturers of this Preparation of Cocoa claim that it 


IS ABSOLUTELY PURE, 


And that it has no superior in the market, as far as Wholesomeness, Purity, Economy 
and Agreeableness go. 


Many of the Dutch Cocoas, with which the English market is flooded, are preparations of Cocoa 
combined with strong and injurious alkalies, and are, therefore, not wholesome ; while they are not so 
cheap as they are represented to be, because, when mixed with water, they give in plain English A SOAP, 
the alkalies helping to give an appearance of fictitious strength. Cappury Broruers earnestly appeal to 
the Medical Profession to discountenance the use of these foreign, adulterated, perfumed Cocoas, and to 
encourage the consumption of pure home-made preparations, like their Cocoa Essence, which has received 
the unqualified support of large numbers of eminent Physicians and Surgeons. 
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GINGER BEER AS BREWED THE LAST HUNDRED YEARS, 
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NESTLE’'S SWISS MILK. 


THE RICHEST IN CREAM. 








CRUEL CHEAPNESS!! 


Surely these words apply to the low-priced Baking Powders sold, containing in some instances a quarter of their bulk ALUM. Persons 
eating food containing it are SERIOUSLY INJURED, and children taking it day by day suffer from indigestion in its worst form. 


CRUEL CHEAPNESS— 


because the persons using it have no idea of hurtful effects. 


FREEMAN'S BAKING & EGG POWDER 


’ 
Contains NO ALUM or any injurious ingredient, and has had a gale all over the kingdom for twenty-two years. i 
Ten Analytical Chemists testify to its strength and purity. PROPRIETORS’ guarantee on each BOX. : 


{<=> Sold by every London Wholesale House at List Prices. Lists on application. } 


FREEMAN & HILDYARD, LONDON, S.E. 


Liverpool Branch—60, Stanley Street. Birmingham Branch—47, Soho Hill. 
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Is absolutely pure and free from chemicals. 
Is very strong, yet beautifully soft. 
Disintegrates readily, and does not choke the waste pipe. 


Is impregnated with Hamamezis Vireinica, and is 
therefore Antiseptic and slightly Astringent. 
Is cheaper and better than any other Medicated Paper. 
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DOROUGH OF PLYMOUTH.—Wanted, in the Sanitary Depart- 
A ment of the Plymouth County Council, an ASSISTANT 
INSPECTOR OF NUISANCES at a salary to commence at £30 per 
annum, rising £5 per annum to the maximum of £110. Candidates 
must hold the certificate of the Sanitary Institute. Applications, in 
writing, stating age (which must not exceed 35 years), accompanied 
by not more than three testimonials of recent date, to be addressed 
to the Medical Officer of Health, and endorsed ‘‘ Application for 
Assistant Inspector of Nuisances,”’ must be delivered to me not later 
than December 28th, 1892. Information as to duties, &c., can be 
obtained at the office of the Chief Sanitary Inspector, Municipal 
Buildings, Plymouth.—B. M. Witu1AMs, Medical Officer of Health.— 
‘Municipal Buildings, Plymouth, 9th December, 1892. 24—12 
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HOW NOT TO ANALYSE MILK. 





We published last week the particulars of an extraordinary 
milk prosecution at Aston (not Ashton as erroneously printed), 
in which Dr. Bostock Hill in giving evidence, passed some 
scathing criticisms on the methods of Somerset House analysts, 

and concerning which we feel compeiled to say something more. 
This case exhibits the ignorance of the Somerset House referees 
in a glaring light. According to Dr. Bell the quantity of milk 
furnished him was “‘ insufficient for the purpose of a satisfactory 
analysis.” We beg leave to doubt whether any quantity of milk 
furnished to Somerset House would enable it to make a satis- 
factory analysis. The Somerset House results stand on record 
and prove that, with quantities chosen by themselves, the Inland 
Revenue chemists were not able to make satisfactorily accurate 
analyses of milk. What were the facts in this case? The 
quantity furnished was not less than three ounces. With this 
any competent public analyst can make at least six separate 
analyses. The determination of specific gravity can be made 
accurately upon one-third of an ounce, say ten cubic centimetres, 
and nothing is lost in this operation, the milk being available 
for subsequent analysis, For the determination of the total 
solid matter five cubic centimetres are necessary, and an equal 
amount for the estimation of the fat. These are the quantities 
that are taken by competent analysts all the world over and 
are the amounts recommended by the Society of Public 
Analysts. On a previous occasion the Somerset House principal 
declared that he could not take the specific gravity of one-third 
of an ounce of sweet spirits of nitre; he is evidently ignorant of 
the simplest chemical manipulations. Yet he is the official 
referee under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act. The moral of 
the case is plain. Inspectors under the Act will note that Dr. 
Bell must have at least four ounces of milk for satisfactory 
analysis, Lat the inspectors therefore purchase in every case 
half a pint of milk for analysis. This divided into three parts 
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would leave two and two-thirds of an ounce for each portion, 
amply sufficient for accurate analysis outside Somerset House. 
Somerset House cannot make, so he says, an analysis with this 
quantity, and this being the case, Somerset House is confessedly 
useless as regards milk. Perhaps Dr. Bell would still further 
oblige inspectors and analysts by specifying how much of other 
articles he requires for satisfactory analysis, 








WATER AND BUTTER, 





TxeE Secretery of the Manchester and Salford Grocers’ Asso- 
ciation on Tuesday, the 22nd ult., at a meeting of the Associa- 
tion showed some samples of Irish butter, which had been 
guaranteed pure, containing 28 per cent. of water. Mr. Jump 
said that when the borer was put into these butters they were 
quite hard. He quoted the following remark at the end of a 
Somerset House certificete on water in butter. The butter 
afforded evidence of having been bad'y prepared, and would be 
regarded of low market value. “ We have often met,” say the 
Somerset House geniuses, “ with genuine dairy butter contain- 
ing 18 to 20 per cent. of water, and of 5 to 6 per cent. of salt, 
and under these circumstances we are of opinion that butter 
eannot be considered as adulterated in respect of the amount of 
water and salt contained therein.” ‘The sample thus shielded by 
Somerset House contained 19.24 per cent. of water and 6.10 per 
cent. of salt. No well-worked, properly-made butter should 
contain more than 12 to 13 per cent. of water. Thus, out of 
every shilling expended on butter the public are swindled out of 
at least one penny, filched from them for water and salt, all done 
under the protection of Somerset House. It is net the hard- 
working grocer who benefits by the fraud ; it is the manufacturer 
or the wholesale dealer who employs butter and water blending 
machinery. In Mr. Jump’s case he pointed out that the butters 
in question, for the sale of which he had been summonsed, cost 
one of them 94s, f.o.b., and was retailed at 10d. per Ib., 
and the other 98s. in Manchester, and was retailed and sold 
at ls. per lb., waking the profit only about 8 per cent. We 
We report the case in another column, and hope Mr. Jump will 
take action against the makers of the butter. Mr. Jump and 
his friends will, however, make a great mistake if they do not 
thoroughly enquire into the effect the ridiculous Somerset House 
standards have and in developing frauds such as that of excess 
water in butter. The public analysts limit of 15 per cent. of 
water is one arrived at by the analysis of thousands of samples. 
The Somerset House go-as-you-please limit as shown in the 
Bradford case of anything up to 19:24 per cent. is the outcome 
of a series of a few analyses which have for ten years been the 
laughing stock of all capable public analysts. It is obvious that 
a butter containing but thirteen per cent. of water is worth 
more per cwr. than one containing 23 per cent., yet grocers and 
the public unaware as they are of the swindling methods by 
which butter makers and some wholesale dealers are now by the 
aid of the mixing machines putting excess water into butter 
and mixing it so thoroughly that it can only be detected by 
analysis—are paying the same price for the dishonest article as 
for the honest one. We shail be glad if this prosecution is 
followed by a spirited action on the part of the grocers them- 
selves to secure a recognis d standard of not more than 15 per 
cent. of water in butter, and warrantees to that effect from 
butter merchants. Avything avove that is fraudulent to the 
grocers and the public. 





ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 





CHEESE. 


Ar Houghton-le-Spring Petiy Sessions, on the 8th inst., Mr.Walter 
Willson, Mayor of Gateshead, the well-known grocer and provision 
dealer, who has numerous branch shops throughout the North of 
England, was summoned under the Food and Drugs Act. Mr. Ben- 
jamin Scott Elder, the Chief Inspector for the County of Durham 
under the Act named, preferred the charge. Mr. Willson appeared 
in person in answer to the summons. Mr. Hider stated in evidence 
that on the 10th of November last he bouyht twelve ounces of cheese 
at a branch shop be'onging to Mr. Willson, at Houghton-le-Spring. 
Witness told the salesman trom whom the cheese was bought that he 
intended to submit the same t» analysis, so as to test its purity. A 
sample of the cheese was atterwards sent to Mr. Stock, 
the county aualyst and thas official had reported that 
the cheese was adulterated to the extent of 20 per cent. of 
margarine. Wiiness put iu as evidence the report of the analyst. 
Mr. Willson said his defeace was that he was not aware that the 
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cheese was adulterated, nor did he intend to dispute that itwas. He 
had seen a copy of the analyst’s report, and he was quite satisfied. 
He might, however, say that it was on Saturday morning last his 
attention was called to the matter. He immediately went to his 
buyer, and asked what was the meaning of it. The buyer replied 
that he had bought a dairy of American cheese, which was invoiced 
creamery cheese. This being so, there was no reason to suspect the 
quality, as the word creamery was held to be a proof of purity. It 
was very difficult to define the qualities of cheese, as he understood 
there were 136 different kinds in the market, and he was informed 
on the best authority that the favourite Gorgonzola had bread crumbs 
in its composition. However, when he did get to know of the com- 
plaint, he was exceedingly annoyed, and to show the Bench 
that he had no desire to do otherwise than’ obey the law, 
he caused telegrams to be sent to each branch shop where portions 
of the cheese had been sent for sale, to instantly stop the 
vending of the same. Subsequently, the whole of the cheese 
was called in, and since then not one ounce had been sold. 
At this he was very sorry, as the public were getting good 
value. However, he was anxious to observe the law, and to uphold 
the duties of the inspector. Mr. Willson handed to the bench a 
sample of the cheese in question, and stated that twenty years ago 
when he bought his own cheese there was a difficulty in selecting 
those of pure quality, and the difficulty still existed. He had taken 
during his time hundreds of samples of articles which had passed 
under his hands, and in no case had he found anything improper, 
with the exception of five per cent. in some barley and oatmeal, and 
once some black pepper. Taking all the circumstances into con- 
sideration he hoped that the bench would not fine him. It had 
always been his desire to deal fairly and well with the public, and he 
thought his conduct in the present case would show the truth of his 
statement. The bench, after consultation in private, announced that 
they considered Mr. Willson’s offence had not been wilfully com- 
mitted. There had been a technical mistake, but seeing that defen- 
dent took immediate steps to stop the sale of the cheese, the charge 
would be dismissed on payment of the costs of the court. 


BUTTER. 


George D. Weeks, Hast Cowes, was summoned on the 3rd inst., 
at the Isle of Wight Petty Sessions, for selling adulterated 
butter. Mr. Lamport defended, and took a preliminary objection 
to the summons, as it did not give particulars of the offence 
with which the defendant was summoned. He quoted a recent 
decision of the Divisional Court on the point. The bench decided 
that the objection was fatal, and dismissed the summons, the 
Chairman remarking that it rested with the prosecutor whether 
he took out a fresh summons or not. Mr. Lamport said there was 
no dispute about the facts. Defendant: We bought it for pure 
butter, and sold it as such. We have been swindled. 


At the Swansea Police Court, on Dec. 6th, John Phillips, of Car- 
marthen Road, Swansea, a butter seller, appeared on an adjourned 
summons for selling butter which contained 16 per cent. of water. 
Mr. Slater defended. Dr. Morgan, borough analyst, now attended, 
and said the butter contained 16 per cent. of water. Mr. Slater: 
What would be the correct proportion? There is no correct propor- 
tion, but the average is six or eight per cent. You may take 10 to be 
sufficient. He added that there was no indication that the butter 
had been insufficiently pressed. He knew complaints were some- 
times made that tub butter put in warm cellars lost weight through 
the water draining off. He should say the ordinary retail dealer 
would not be fairly able to tell whether the butter he received con- 
tained six per cent. of water over ten. Mr. Slater said the butter 
was Irish butter, and was sold as received. There was an inspector 
employed at the Cork market for the purpose of examining all butter 
sent out, and he thought that sufficient precaution. The Stipendiary 
said it was very desirable such a case should be brought forward, 
and he would like to adjourn before giving a decision in order that 
the Cork inspector might be communicated with. 


At the Tralee Petty Sessions, on December 6th, a farmer named 
John Dillane was charged ‘with that he on the 26th November 
refused to sell an article of food, to wit butter, exposed for sale to a 
police constable charged with the execution of the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act, 1876, his offering price for the purposes of analysis.” 


Mr. Creagh, solicitor, appeared on behalf of the butter buyers of 
the South of Ireland to prosecute, and Mr. J. J. O'Mahony defended. 


Mr. Creagh said that the prosecution was of the most vital im- 
portance to the butter merchants of the South of Ireland. It would 
be proved that this butter was fraudulently made, and though appa- 
rently of good quality when bored, was at least half water. It con- 
cerned not only Tralee Butter Market, but every market in the 
county. Complaints had been made by wholesale merchants across 
the Channel who now almost refuse to have anything to do with 
Irish butter, knowing the enormous frauds committed on them. 
The real injury would be to the farmers themselves, because they 
would get no price for their butter. He asked the Bench to impose 
the full penalty in the case, £10. 


Sergeant M’Govern, Inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, 
Tralee, deposed that his attention was drawn to the defendant’s but- 
ter by one of the merchants, Mr. Nolan. He demanded a sample of 
it, and offered him 3s. for 3 lbs. of it, and told him he required it for 
analysis. Defendant refused to give him the sample. 


_ Mr. Denis Nolan, butter merchant, deposed that he intended buy- 
ing the butter from defendant. He bored the firkin and found that 
the butter contained an over plus of water. As far as he could judge 
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it was half water. He drew the attention of the inspector to it. 
me to this kind of fraud the butter trade was suffering consider- 
ably. 7 
Mr. O’Mahony said that the defendant was not aware there was. 
any penalty attached to his refusing to give a sample of the butter, 
and asked the Bench not to impose the full penalty. ; 


Colonel Rowan said that that was the first of the kind that had 
come before them, and the Bench were unanimous in dealing with it. 
lightly, but any other similar prosecution that would come before 
them they were determined that the full penalty of £10 would be 
imposed. This fraud was a crying evil, and was ruining the butter 
trade of the South of Ireland. In the present case a fine of 40s. 
would be imposed. ; ‘ 


MILK. 


At St. Augustine’s Petty Sessions, Kent, Thomas Rogers, of Herne 
Bay, was summoned for selling adulterated milk. The county © 
analyst’s certificate showed that in the sample submitted to him 
there were 93 parts of milk and 7 parts of added water. Defendant 
said the cows had been feeding on turnips, and that had affected the © 
milk. A fine of £1, inciuding costs, was imposed. 


On Tuesday the 29th ult., at Chorley, William Ellison was sum- 
moned for selling watered milk. From the report of Dr. Brown, the — 
analyst, it was shown that seven parts of water were added to every — 
100 parts of the poorest milk. A fine of £5 and costs was imposed. 


At the Brentford Police Court, on Saturday the 26th ult., James. © 
Lockley, of 315 High-street, Brentford, was summoned for having 
sold milk adulterated with a five per cent. of added water. Inspector 
Tyler deposed to previous samples taken from Lockley having been 
correct; the defendant was ordered to pay 10s. 6d. costs. ; 


Before Sheriff Birnie, at Glasgow, on the 2nd inst., Thomas 
Brownlee, milk dealer, 800 Springburn-road, was fined 10s., with- 
193. 8d. costs, for selling skim milk containing 10 per cent. added — 
water on 2nd November. Brownlee’s wife stated that she sold the 
milk as she got it from a wholesale dealer. 


At Swansea on the 5th inst., Miriam Morgan, a milk seller, was 
summoned for selling milk Sergt. Nicholas had bought, and which 
was proved by the analysts’ tests to contain 30 per cent. of water. — 
Defendent who said the milk was sold just as she received it, was. 
fined 20s. John Phillips, Carmarthen Road, was charged with — 
selling adulterated butter. The analyst’s certificate showed the 
butter to be genuine, but to contain asurplus of water. The case 
was adjourned for the analyst's attendance. 


At Sleaford on the 28th ult., Thomas Holderness, dairyman, West 
Street, was charged with selling milk adulterated with water. P.C. 
Ashton deposed that on Thursday, the 3rd November, he purchased 
a sample of milk of defendant’s son. Superintendent Richdale 
deposed that the sample in question had been submitted to the 
County Analyst for analysis and contained 15 per cent. of added 
water; he produced the analyst’s certificate to that effect. Defen- 
dent said he had sold milk for twelve years, and during the whole of 
that time had never added water to his milk, and his customers were — 
well satisfied with the milk, and had made no complaints. A fine of — 
£2, and costs was imposed. t 


At Malling, Kent, on the 1st inst., Alfred Billinghurst, pleaded — 
guilty to selling a pint of milk to Superintendent Lane which was — 
adulterated, at Malling, on Nov. 1st. Superintendent Lane said the © 
county analyst’s certificate showed that there was 15°5 per cent. of © 
added water. Defendant had been previously convicted. He was © 
fined £5, with costs. ‘ 


At St. Helens Sessions, before Aldermen J. Harrison, T. Cook, and : 
Messrs. KE. Johnson and J. Burchall, on the 5th inst., Thomas 
Burrows, Brookland Farm, Eccleston, was summoned for selling ~ 
milk which was not of the nature demanded. Inspector Steele said » 
that on the morning of the 12th November he saw the defendant — 
selling milk in Russell Street. He purchased a pint of new milk © 
from him for 14d., and told him he had purchased it for the purpose 
of analysis, and offered to divide it into three parts. He said he did 
not require that to be done, so he sealed the milk up in a bottle im 
defendant’s presence, and the same day delivered it to Dr. Campbell 
Brown, at Liverpool. The Chief Constable read the result of the 
analysis, which showed that the milk contained 3°27 per cent. fat, 
7-97 other solids, 11:27 total solids, and and upwards of 5 parts of © 
water to every 100 parts of milk. Defendant said he rinsed the pail 
out with water and that was the only water inthe milk. The 
magistrates ordered defendant to pay a fine of 10s. and costs, 22s. 6d.,. 
including 8s., the analyst’s fee. 


COFFEE. 


At Epsom, on the 28th ult., Arthur Davis, manager of the Epsom — 
Co-operative Stores, was summoned for selling a quantity of coffee” 
not of the nature and quality demanded by the purchaser, the same 
being adulterated with 15 per cent. of chicory. Sibert Cutler, assis- 
tant to Mr. Honghton, the Inspector under the Act, said he went to 
defendant’s shop, the Epsom Co-operative Stores, on November 8th, 
and asked for a quarter of a pound of 1s. 4d, coffee. There was 
hardly sufficient coffee ground, and the boy who served him went to 
a tin and took some out to make the required weight. By Mr. 
Houghton: The sale had been completed before his attention was: 
drawn to the wording on the paper in which the coffee was wrapped. 
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é (This was to the effect that the enclosed was a mixture of coffee and 
_«bicory.) Mr. Houghton gave evidence as to the adulteration. The 
defendant said it was a pure oversight. The boy should have asked 
the witness whether he preferred pure coffee or coffee and chicory 
_ mixed. Some persons preferred the latter to the former, as it was 
more palatable. The added chicory was however, very small in 
"quantity. The magistrates imposed a fine of 1s., and 10s. costs. 


OLIVE OIL. 


_ At Edgware Petty Sessions o2 the Ist inst., William White was 
summoned for selling olive oil adulterated with mineral oil. Mr. 
Wm. Tomlin prosecuted. Defendant said that he had been in the 

habit of purchasing his oils of one firm, and if anything was wrong 
_ with them it was their fault. He had no warranty with them. The 
_ Chairman on behalf of the Bench, said it was a serious case, and 
ined defendant 40s., with 18s. costs. 


- 


pe SPIRITS. 


_ At the Gosport Police Court, on the 29th ult., Arthur Egbert Rose, 

landlord of the Market House Tavern, Ann’s-hill, was summoned by 

Dectective-Sergeant Hack for selling half-a-pint of brandy which was 
‘not of the nature and substance demanded. Mr. S. C. Peters 
‘ defended, and defendant pleaded not guilty. 


_. Hack stated that on the 2nd ult. he entered the bar of the defen- 
_ dant’s house and asked for a half-pint of brandy, which was served 
to him by a young woman named Wedge. She asked him at what 
_ price he wanted the brandy, saying that they sold it from 1s. 2d. to 
2s. per half-pint. The detective had some at the cheaper rate, and 
then revealed his identity. Wedge called defendant, and the brandy 
was divided into three portions, one of which was given to the defen- 
_ dant, one was retained by the Sergeant, while the other was sent to 
the Public Analyst. The certificate of the latter showed that the 
_ brandy was adulterated, being 30°35 degiees under proof. Cross- 
_ examined, witness said he did not know that there was a notice in 
_ the bar showing that all spirits sold at the establishment were 
diluted, until defendant cailed his attention to it. Mr. Rose directed 
his attention to it after the bottle was sealed ; he called witness into 
another bar, and pointed out the notice, which was in a very promi- 
nent position there. For the defence Mr. Peters quoted cases previ- 
ously decided on the point, and urged that as the notice was displayed 
he did not profess to sell other than what was received by the 
detective. Defendant had been in the house four years without 
complaint. Defendant, in the witness-box, said that when he first 
pointed out the notice the detective said, ‘‘ We will see to that pre- 
sently.”” He said that he had notified that he sold mixed spirits, 
but the detective said that the barmaid had not done so, and he had 
not noticed the placard. Mr. Peters said that a man could go in the 
bar with the intention of not seeing the notice. Mr. Pares: But the 
meaning of the Act is that it shall bein a prominent position? Mr. 
Peters: That is so, your worship. Defendant said that had the 
sergeant been so disposed he could have seen the notice. Mr. Pares: 
In the plan produced, which is not disputed, I think it would be im- 
possible to see the notice from that compartment of the bar. Mr. 
Alfred Montagu Trivess deposed that the-plan was correct. He had 
often seen the notice from the road. 


After some consideration the Magistrates said that a technical 
breach of the Act had been committed, and they fined defendant 
10s. and the costs, 8s. Mr. Lawler: How about the analyst’s fee? 
The Clerk: We do not give that ; we’re different to other people. 


At Wigan, on the 5th inst., Edward Williams, provision merchant, 
Market Street, was summoned for selling margarine as butter. The 
‘Town Clerk, who prosecuted, said that on the 11th of November a 
‘woman named Caffrey, in the employ of the Inspector of Foods and 
Drugs, visited the defendant’s shop and asked for a pound of 144d. 
butter. She was served with an article which, on analysis by Dr. 
Campbell Brown, was shown to contain 114 per cent. of water and 
upwards of 75 per cent. of fats other than butter. Defendant asked 
the Inspector if ‘‘ he was down on him, as there were scores of gro- 
‘cers in the town doing the same as himself!’ Mr. James Wilson, 
«who appeared for the defendant, said that there was no alternative 
except for the defendant to plead guilty to the charge. It was no de- 
fence at all for aman to say that this was a mistake made by one of his 
assistants; but he pleaded in mitigation of penalty that the assis- 
tant who served the article in this instance made a mistake, and 
firmly believed he was giving the woman butter and not margarine. 
There were previous convictions against defendant for similar of- 
fences, and he was now fined £20 and costs. There was a further 
summons against defendant for selling the margarine in paper not 
stamped as required bylaw. In this case defendant sought to put 
the blame on the assistant, who served the margarine and summoned 
his employé for the offence. Williams was, however, ordered to pay 
a further fine of £5 and costs, the case against Kelly being dis- 
missed. 








MEAT PROSECUTIONS, 


Sanitary-Inspector Robbins made an important seizure of bad 
meat at Terrington St. Clement. Going to the slaughter-house of a 
butcher named Long, he found the carcase of a 2i-stone pig hanging 
against the wall and dressed for human food. There were also some 
quarters of mutton hanging near the pork. The pork was in a very 
bad state, and smelt most offensively. The inspector went before 
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the Bench of Magistrates, who condemned the stuff as being untit 
for human food, and ordered it to be destroyed. Long says a man 
asked him to kill the pig and send it away. He had it killed, but 
declined to deal with it further. Proceedings are likely to be taken 
against him and also against the owner of the pig, who is said to 
have cruelly illtreated it on the way to the slaughter-house. 


Henry Baldock and John Green were summoned at Guildford, on 
the 27th ult., for exposing for sale a quantity of mutton which was 
unfit for the food of man. Mr. F. F. Smallpeice (Town Clerk) pro- 
secuted on behalf of the Corporation. Mr. Maltby, Inspector of 
Nuisances, deposed that on November 19th he saw the two defendants 
at a stall in the market. They had about thirty carcases for sale. 
Witness saw that one carcase of mutton appeared to be in a putrid 
state, and in his opinion was unwholesome. It was seized and des- 
troyed. The carcases appeared to be all frozen meat. Cross- 
examined : One of the defendants told him that the carcases were all 
passed the same morning by the Inspector of the Central Meat 
Market, London. Dr. Morton, Medical Officer of Health, deposed 
that he examined the carcases, and in his opinion they were frozen 
meat, and the one referred to was unfit for food. The Bench allowed 
Baldock to be discharged, and he was then called as a witness. He 
deposed that he was present when the carcases were bought in 
Smithfield Market. When the Inspector at Guildford looked at the 
carcase and said it was bad, witness cut a shoulder off and handed it 
round to the crowd. ‘There were 80 carcases bought, and witness 
brought 40 to Guildford. Mr. Metzner deposed that he was salesman 
to the River Plate Company. The defendant Green paid him 1s. 6d. 
per stone, the usual price, for the carcases. Mr. Sharp deposed that 
he was an Inspector of Meat in the employ of the Corporation of the 
City of London. He examined the 80 carcases purchased by defen- 
dant, and he passed them after a careful examination. He con- 
demned 13 carcases out of 1,000. The Bench considered the case 
proved, and inflicted a fine of £5 and expenses. 


On November 30th, at Old Hill, William Green, butcher; Clifton- 
road, Birmingham, was charged with exposing for sale meat unfit for 
human food, on the 19th ult. Mr. A. Wright prosecuted. Mr. 
Nicklin, inspector to the Rowley Local Board, said on 19th ult., he 
visited defendant’s stall at Cradley Heath and saw a fore-quarter of 
beef exposed for sale. The meat was very flabby and decomposition 
was taking place. He seized the meat, and after having it con- 
demned by a magistrate, buriedit. Dr. De Denne, assistant medical 
officer, stated that the meat was very flabby and unwholesome. 
Defendant pleaded that there was nothing the matter with the meat, 
and said they were the oldest family of butchers in Birmingham, 
and they could be traced back a century. It was the first time any 
sharge of the kind had been brought against him. Two witnesses 
were called to prove that the meat was good. Mr. Hingley 
(magistrate) said they could not allow defendant to sell such meat 
in that district, and he would be fined £5 and costs; in all 
£5 13s. 6d. 


At the Middlesborough Police Court, on Nov. 28th, Thomas Hays, 
was charged with having in his possession part of a hind quarter of 
a beast which was unfit for human food. Mr. Barnley appeared for 
the Corporation, and stated that on the 25th June last defendant 
had in his possession the hind quarter of a beast which he had ex- 
posed for sale for human consumption on a stall in the market. The 
meat was taken possession of by Mr. Anderson, Sanitary Inspector, 
and after being condemned by the Medical Officer of Health and 
veterinary surgeon it was, on the order of a justice of the peace, 
destroyed. The beef was first seen on a stall by the inspector. It 
was covered with a cloth, and he afterwards saw defendant running 
off with it. The summons had not been served because the man had 
been ous of the town. Dr. Malcomson and Mr. Barker said the meat 
was so bad that anyone could have detected the fact without any 
technical knowledge. Defendant said the meat did not belong to 
him, and he did not offer itfor sale. Mr. Belk said defendant had 
been previously fined in sums of £15 and £3 in similar cases. The 
magistrates, Messrs. Robert Stephenson and Waynman Dixon, said 
the offence was a most serious one, and he would have to undergo 
two months’ imprisonment with hard labour, and pay costs, or 
undergo a further term of one month’s imprisonment. 





Sartor’s Foon. 


A committee of London and provincial shipowners, assisted by 
a well-known analyst, have this week been taking evidence with 
a view of sifting the charges which have been made regarding 
the victualling scale of the mercantile marine. One of the wit- 
nesses was Dr. Spooner, the medical officer of the Board of 
Trade at Liverpooi, who attributed much of the scurvy at sea to 
a deficient supply of vegetables, and entirely agreed with the 
Committee in recommending that the vegetable allowance should 
be increased. He was also glad to hear the suggestion that the 
water allowance should be increased to a gallon per day, and 
thought it was important that every ship should carry a filter. 
On every point except that of the filter the testimony of Dr. 
Spooner confirmed the conclusions of the Committee, but the 
Committee were inclined to the belief that unless filtration were 
effected mechanically under great pressure filters on board ship 
would do more harm than good, and this view was strongly con- 
firmed by Dr. Sedgwick Saunders, the analyst of the City of 
London. 
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‘THE SALE OF BROWNE’S CHLORODYNE. 


os 


IMPORTANT CASE—A GROCER FINED, 


At the Bloomsbury County Court, on Wednesday, before his 
Honour, Judge Bacon, the Pharmaceutical Society appeared 
against Mr. Piper, grocer, of 20, Warwick Road, Pimlico, and others, 
to recover the penalty for an alleged breach of the Pharmacy Act, 


1868, in selling a proprietary medicine known as Dr. Collis Browne’s. 


Chlorodyne, said to contain a preparation of opium, a poison 
scheduled in the Act. Mr. Grey appeared for the plaintiffs, and Mr. 
Bonsor for the defendants. 

His Honour: Has not this already been the subject of an applica- 
tion to a police magistrate ? i , 

' Mr. Grey: Yes; a fortnight ago it was decided by Mr. Lushington. 

Mr. Bonsor: That was a different point and under a different 
ection. 

4 In reply to his Honour, Mr. Bonsor said that he admitted the sale 
and purchase of the preparation, but not that it was a poison within 
the meaning of the Act. 

His Honour: Has it not been decided over and over again that you 
were subject to a penalty for not having put a label on it? 

Mr. Bonsor: Yes, last April. Then the charge was of not label- 
ling. 
His Honour: The magistrate decided it was poison. 

Mr. Bonsor said that his clients were licensed to sell certain medi- 
cines, but not poisons within the meaning of the Act. They did not 
admit that this was such a poison. 

His Honour said that it was curious that these questions should 
again be raised before him after having been decided by a police 
magistrate, who was a judge of first instance like himself. 

Mr. Bonsor: The patent medicine question has never been gone 
into before the magistrate. 

His Honour: Surely it was, and discussion after discussion en- 
sued. 

Mr. Bonsor: But no evidence was called on behalf of the Defen- 
dants to show what a patent medicine is or is not. 

His Honour: Everybody knows what a patent medicine is. 

Mr. Bonsor: I think not. 

His Honour: Surely it is a medicine produced by letters patent. 

Evidence was then called for the Plaintiffs. 

Harry Moon, a clerk in the office of the Registrar of the Pharma- 
ceutical Society, proved the purchase of the bottle. 

Dr. Benjamin Paul, an analyst and chemist, said he found on 
examining the contents of the bottle, that it contained morphine, the 
active principle of opium. Morphine was a very dangerous poison. 
The quantity constituting a fatal dose varied very much, according 
to the condition and age of the person taking it. The quantity in 
the bottle was in the proportion of practically two grains of morphine 
to the fluid ounce. 
4tCross-examined: There were directions on the bottle regulating 
the doses to be taken. 

You do not suggest that that would be a fatal dose? In some 
cases. 

His Honour: I do not find anything in the Act which says that if 
a dose is prescribed that would not be poisonous the vendor is 
exempted. If you bought a bottle of laudanum for cholera or any- 
thing of that sort, the dose might be regulated on the bottle, but the 
poison would still have to be sold as a poison, and under certain 
restrictions. 

Witness continued that some of the other ingredients in the 
preparation were prussic acid, treacle, peppermint, and capsicum. 
He did not agree that there could be a chemical combination of sub- 
stances that might have a diminishing effect on a poison. He had 
known this preparation for many years. 

Dr. Stevenson, Fellow of the Royal College of Physicians, lecturer 
on chemistry at Guy’s Hospital, and one of the scientific ana- 
lysts at the Home Office, agreed with the technical evidence given by 
the preceding witnesses. Hight-tenths of a grain of morphine had 
killed an adult on several occasions. 

The Witness was not cross-examined. 

Mr. Bonsor, for the defence, said that this question was considered 
by the Grocers’ and Provision Dealers’ Association, who were defend- 
ing the case, as a matter of considerable importance, so that it was 
not being defended in any captious spirit or to avoid the payment of 
a paltry penalty. It was a matter of some surprise that it was only 
after the expiration of 24 years that the Pharmaceutical Society had 
thought proper to do what was now represented to be a public duty. 
It was not a question of the safety of the public, but it really meant 
that if the Society were right in their ‘contention that no one 
but a chemist or druggist in this country could sell a preparation con- 
taining as an ingredient one of the poisons'mentioned in the Act, that 
they would secure to themselves a monopoly of the sale of a very large 
number of valuable medicines, and deprive the public, and a very 
large portion of the poorer classes living in outlying districts, of the 
means of obtaining simple remedies in cases of illness. It was 
difficult to see how the public were to be protected if a chemist sold 
these bottles instead of a grocer. The contention of the Pharma- 
ceutical Society would reduce the Act to an absurdity. There was 
hardly a cough drop, or antibillious pill, or a tonic, or a medicine of 
common-day use that had not some preparation in it containing 
poison. If their contention was good, these things, even cough 
drops, would have ~cbe labelled with the word poison and sold only 
by chemists and druggists, He submitted that there could only be 
poison in two cases; one in which it was an unmixed substance, and 
the other in which it was in a compound and remained poisonous. 





The plaintiffs had to show that this preparation was in itself a poison, 
and should be treated as such. The learned counsel then proceeded’ 
to argue that proprietary medicines had always been regarded as 
patent medicines in the trade, and that the exemption in the Act re- 
ferring to medicines under letters patent included the proprietary or 
so-called patent medicines. : 

Walter Whittaker, a solicitor’s clerk, said that he had searched at 
the Patent Office for records of patent medicines during the 14 years 
prior to 1868, and now produced the spevifications. 

Mr. Francis Charles Neave, a druggist, said he had examined the 
specifications producel ky the last witness, and found that 30 were 
complete and four contaized poison, and had no known sale. He 
was in business in 1868, at which time there were thousands of 
stamped medicines being sold, and these were generally known as 
patent medicines. 

Augustus George White, in the employment of Messrs. Barclay, 
dealers in patent medicines, proprietary articles and sundries, was 
called. . 

His Honour remarked that witness distinguished between patent 
medicines and proprietary articles. 

Witness produced a catalogue of his firm, dated 1855, to show that 
although it contained a list of so-called patent medicines, there were: 
really no patent medicines in it, but only stamped medicines. There 
were thousands of stamped medicines in general sale. 

Charles Sanger, a vendor of patent medicines, proprietary articles, 
and druggists’ sundries, gave similar evidence. ‘There were a num- 
ber of proprietary articles that were not stamped. He did not know ~ 
of asingle medicine under Royal letters patent. 

Other similar evidence having been called, 

His Honour said that probably every woman who kept a general 
shop in a village called stamped medicines patent medicines. 

Mr. Bonsor: I dare say she does. 

His Honour: But do you think that the draughtsmen of the © 
Legislature can consult with these people as to what they call it ? 

Mr. Bonsor asked permission to call Mr. Allen, a solicitor, who 
represented the proprietary medicine vendors when the Bill was im 
Committee, who would state how the exception relating to patent. 
medicines came to be applied to the so-called patent medicines. 

His Honour declined to admit the evidence, but took a note of 
counsel’s desire to tender it. Subsequently, on the reflection that: 
the case would not end there or probably anywhere else but in the 
House of Lords, he said that, though he did not consider it 
evidence, it had petter be admitted in order to make the case com- 
plete. 

Mr. Allen stated that when the Bill was in Committee he went to 
the House of Commons and there saw the solicitor of the Pharma- 
ceutical Society, on behalf of some of the principal patent medicine 
vendors, and heard him say that they were to be excluded. 

By his Honour: This exception was made in reply to representa- 
tions of Mr. Barclay, who described himself as a patent medicine 
vendor. 

His Honour, in summing-up, said that the question was whether 
chlorodyne was a poison or not. He was not bound by the decision 
of Mr. Lushington, but still he had it that he had said that it was 
a poison. The Defendants contended that it was not a poison, 
because though it admittedly contained some of three different — 
poisons, it was mixed with other preparations. The label itself set- 
tled the question, for it said that the bottles contained poison. Did 
a poison cease to be a poison because it was mixed with some- 
thing else? He must arrive at that conclusion before he came ta 
the conclusion that this was not a poison. The whole mischief in- 
tended to be prevented by the Act would be allowed if it were once ad- 
mitted that they had only to mix a poison with water 
or something else, and it ceased to be a poison. He 
could not hold any such proposition as that. It seemed to him 
almost too clear for argument that a poison, however mixed up with 
other things, did not cease to be a poison. He was told that this was 
a patent medicine, and came within the exemption clause. He could 
quite understand that the title had been kept ap as a handy and 
convenient one for the vendors in this business; but he found that. 
there was something recognised by the law as a patent medicine and 
other preparations that required a stamp, while to include anything 
else of a similar character there were the general words in the sche- 
dule. Patent medicines were protected and exempted because every-. 
body could know what they contained; but nostrums and proprie- 
tary medicines would contain the most deadly poisons, and be of the- 
utmost injury to the public without any one but the owner being 
aware of it. He could not hold that these were exempted, and: 
thought that the Defendants were liable to the penalty. 

Leave was given to appeal, and it was agreed that the other case: 
should stand over until the appeal had been heard. 
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NOTICE. 





Tue Editors beg to thank the many Public Analysts, Medical 
Officers of Health, Sanitary Inspectors, and Inspectors under 
the Food and Drugs Acts, who have sent reports, notes of cases, 
and written approving of the objects of Foop, Druas anp 
Drink, and will be glad if Public Analysts and Medical Officers 
of Health generally will oblige by sending regularly their reports,. 
and such cases of importance as occur in their districts. 


December 17, 1892. 
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CIRCULAR NOTES. 


Lipton’s Savetoys anp Hams; a Srupy in Porrery 


~ WueEn the proprietors of journals with the largest circulations 
_ meet together for mutual admiration and self-glorification, or 

when they are called upon to respond to the toast of “The 
_ Press” on the occasion of some public festivity, they are prone 
to indulge in high falutin about the newspaper vress of this 
country being not only the mighty educator and the palladium 
of our liberties, but being hononrable and above bribery. The 
present is a fitting time to ask how much truth there is in these 
boasts. There are a few bright exceptions amongst existing 
journals, but the sad and shameful truth is that the press is 
venal to the core. A few weeks ago Mr. T. J. Lipton was 
brought before the magistrates for selling bad saveloys, and in 
reporting the case we commented on the fact that in every 
London newspaper, with one honest exception, the case had been 
suppressed. 


THE Uses of AN ADVERTISING AGENT. 


The above remarks will enable our readers to understand the 
object of a notice sent out last week by a prominent Fleet Street 
advertising agent to the editors of the various newspapers. The 
notice bore the advertisement gentleman’s name and presented 
his compliments, along with which went the request that the 
editor ought to inform an anxious, expectant world that “ Lipton 
is again victorious,” the “ Lord Lieutenant having remitted a 
fine” inflicted upon that much-advertised provision dealer. To 
their shame this impudent puff was inserted in the newspapers 

everywhere throughout the country. To the unenlightened the 
paragraph could only lead to the one belief, that the Lord 
Lieutenant was an ass or a knave. We refuse without more 
proof than has yet been given to believe that Lord Houghton is 
either the one or the other. The cases that formed the basis 
of this “‘ press{[nobbling” are reported in another column. It 
would be a shameful act were the Queen’s representative in Ire- 
land to, in such a case, remit any fine that may have been in- 
flicted, and we should require more proof than an advertising 
agent’s statement before we could credit its truth. 


THe LAw AND Honest TRADING. 


The Lord Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Gibson, and Mr. Justice 
Holmes may be right in their law, but if they are it is a grave 
scandal that the law should be so thorough an ass. The real 
question is the fact that in style of cutting, description, &c., the 
obvious intent was to make theAmerican hamsresemble our native 
produce. The public in thousands buy the foreign produce to their 
own detriment as well as to the injury of native industries. 
“ Why to their detriment ?” some one may ask. Our able con- 
temporary, The Daily Chronicle, in its issue of December 12th, 
supplies an answer so apposite that we quote it as exactly ex- 
pressing our meaning. In an interview with Professor Robert- 
son (the Canadian Dairy Commissioner) the professor states :— 
Some Home Trorus apour INFERIOR AMERICAN HAMS AND 

Bacon. 

“You know that tallow, lard, and cotton seed in enormous 
quantities are spread upon English bread, in the place of British, 
Irish, Canadian, or Australian butter. There may be a distinctive 
name, but that name extends only to the label on the package, 
the shop window ticket, or the wrapper of the piece of coloured fat. 
Why not protect the farmer and the consumer by prohibiting the 
colouring of any fatty substance into an imitation of butter? One 
other point, and, of course, the possibilities of this legitimate form of 
protection are great. 

Tests at theUnited States Government stations show that the 
bones of Indian-corn-fed swine break with half the pressure re- 
quired to break the bones of animals of similar breeding when 
fed upon grains or dairy by-products. The vital organs of the 
former are also much smaller, and their health is less robust— 
can their flesh be as nutritious and wholesome ? Why not, then 
let the British consumer know what he is buying by insisting 
upon the compulsory specific labelling of animal products with 
Name of country of production? Protect the poor man from 
lardy bacon, oleo-margarine, and ‘ filled cheese,’ sold under false 
pretences, and you will also protect the honest British producer 
and benefit the race.” How long is this scandal of vending 
American produce under other than American brands of origin to 
go on practically unrestricted ? We may also ask how long 
journals, that should safeguard public interests, and that profess 
the loftiest honour and patriotism will stoop to suppress the 
truth for the sake of big advertisements ? 





Free FRAvuD AND ITS EFFECT ON Home INDUSTRIES. 

We had hoped to see the whole of this question dealt with at 
the recent Agricultural Conference; but no, the assemblage wasted 
time in listening to bimetallic discussions and to long-winded ora- 
tions about anything but the rea! questions affecting English 








agriculture. At the fag end of the Conferencs Professor Long 
was given a few minutes in which to refer to the question of 
adulteration. ‘ Meat and beer and milk,” said Professor Long, © 
“came from abroad adulterated. (Cheers.) As to milk, the 
pump had given way to the separator. (Cheers.) Margarine 
was just as wholesome as a tallow candle without the wick, and he 
wanted to see it sold at the same price as the candle. (Cheers.) 
A Bill had been introduced, but it would not be passed unless 
public opinion was educated on the matter. In France and Den- 
mark the sale of margarine was being regulated. They had 
foreign meat, margarine, adulterated milk, and bread made from 
foreign flour upon their tables. He wanted to see that altered. 
(Cheers.) A deputation waited upon Mr. Gardner and Sir Wal- 
ter Foster last week, who received it as a dairyman on the one 
hand and a grocer on the other. He hoped they would in every 
chamber and club push this question to the front. (Cheers.) ” 
Upon a question so vitally affecting farmers, grocers, and the 
mass of the public as this of pure food, the Congress had this 
much to say and no more. Little wonder that the Congress 
covered itself with ridicule, being so objectless and unintelli- 
gent, and that, so far as English farmers are concerned, every 
foreign perpetrator of fraud in butter, &c., feels that his lease 
of thieving is not as yet endangered. 
Fry’s Peart Cocoa. 

At the last meeting of the Aberdare and District Grocers’ 
Association, the chairman said :— 

The recent conviction of a grocer at the Pontypridd Police-court 
by the stipendiary for selling Fry’s Pearl Cocoa, which according to 
to the report, only contained 20 per cent. of cocoa, demanded 
attention. This was such a universal article of commerce that he 
felt they should at once take action in the matter. In fact he hadat 
once packed up all his stock of the article, and had returned it to 
Messrs. Fry. That firm, he understood from some circulars issued 
by them, were prepared to assist in the defence of any trader who 
might be summoned, but he did not think that was suflicient—tho 
great pity was that the retail trader should have to bear the brunt of 
a prosecution, and be branded as a criminal and a law breaker for 
selling an atticle made up into a packet or tin, and of which the 
grocers, of course, could not be expected to know the composition. 
When an article of this kind was found to be adulterated, the manu- 
facturers should be proceeded against, and not the retailers. 
(Hear, hear.) This was very different from the case of a grocer 
selling margarine for butter, or mixing chicory with coffee himself, 
and then selling it as coffee. 

Mr. F. W. Manper: Yes; and I strongly believe that it is the 
duty of our association, and of every other association, if we know of 
cases of wilful breach of the law, to try and put it down. Im fact I 
consider this is a part of the business for which we exist. 

We must candidly confess we have scant sympathy with 
grocers who plead ignorance of the constituents of such well- 
known an article as this cocoa. Foop, Druas anp Drinx only 
costs one penny, and the grocers who subscribe to it and sell 
only such articles as it advertises, need fear no Food and Drugs 
Act inspector with summonses and disgrace. Those who pay so 
little regard to the question of a pure food supply as to neglect 
to inform themselves as to what articles may not be sold with- 
out risking prosecution are obviously not the persons who will 
be a credit to the trade or retain their customers’ confidence. 


DupiteyY Town Councin AND THE Foop AnD Druvues Acts. 


“« At a meeting of the Dudley Town Council, on the 6th inst., the 
Sanitary Committee reported that the sanitary inspector had obtained 
several samples of butter and articles of grocery from shops in the 
borough, all of which had been found to be genuine. The report was 
considered to be satisfactory. One member, however, pointed out 
that the samples were obtained by the inspector when wearing 
uniform.” 

It would be astounding if the samples were other than genuine 
when every shopkeeper had the opportunity of taking care to 
supply the inspector with a special article. When traders knew 
that an inspector would visit them, and would be in uniform, 
there is no wonder in the fact that they were all prepared to 
supply him with samples of pure goods. 





Tue Frrst-Ciass Horets po THE SAME. 


Rott AND Burrer.—A coffee-house keeper, named John Robert 
Clarke, 11, Maiden-lane, London, appeared to a summons charging 
him with selling butter adulterated with margarine. An inspector 
visited the establishment, and was served with butter, which on 
an analysis was found to contain 88 per cent. of margarine. Defen- 
dant, in reply to Sir John Bridge, said he had only just taken over 
the business. Sir John Bridge: What would people ask for in order 
to be served with margarine? Defendant: Well, if people ask for 
“two slices? we give them margarine. If they ask for bread and 
butter we give them rolls and butter. Sir John Bridge: A cording 
to your statement, you took over a fraud as well as the business. 
You must pay a fine of £5 and 12s. 6d. costs. 

Perhaps earnest inspectors might extend their useful work. 
They would find excellent scope for energy in the big hotels 
along the Strand, Northumberland Avenue, Piccadilly, etc., and 
in first-class restaurants innumerable. 
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THE SOMERSET HOUSE SCANDAL. 





The British Medical Journal, in its issue of December 10th, 
referring to the Grocers’ Deputation to Sir Walter Foster, 
says :— 


‘“‘We agree with the suggestion that further provision should be 
made for the taking of samples by inspectors from wholesale houses, 
manufacturers, and importers; at present they are practically pre- 
cluded from doing so, but we cannot agree that in every case a full 
statement ‘‘of the extent and particulars of an alleged adulteration 
should be stated in order that the analysis may be checked,” nor 
that it should be made compulsory for the Court, at the request of 
either party, to refer cases to the Somerset House analyst. In regard 
to the former point such full statements would in many instances be 
equivalent to a giving away of the case, for they would often involve 
entering into technicalities which could only be understood by spe- 
cialists; and as to the latter, reference to Somerset House is a 
system which has always worked badly and unquestionably to the 
detriment of the public, while it involves the placing of Somerset 
House on a pedestal which, especially in the light of recent revela- 
tions, it has not a shadow of a right to occupy, and the consequent 
assumption that the dictum of this particular Government depart- 
ment is final and irrevocable and absolutely binding on a magistrate. 
Nothing could be more erroneous.” 


Referring to the astounding analysis of Bovril, the British 
Medical Journal says :— 


‘In continuation of our remarks upon this subject in the British 
Medical Journal of November 12th last, we feel bound to agree with 
the Daily Chronicle that if the statements made in a recent issue of 
Foon, Drues anp Drink are capable of proof, an explanation from 
the Somerset House Chemical Department, or if it be more proper, 
and possible, from the Board of Inland Revenue, is imperatively de- 
manded in regard to the rules to which the analysts at Somerset 
House are expected to conform. In the weekly journal alluded to, 
there is to be seen what is alleged to be a copy of a certificate, 
signed by one of the chemists of Somerset House, who is, of course, 
a referee under the Adulteration Acts, upon a certain food prepara- 
tion, which is referred to in this certificate in laudatory terms. It is 
further alleged that the food preparation in question contains a con- 
siderable amount of boric acid, and that this fact does not appear in 
the certificate, which, it would seem, states that ‘from a medical 
point of view, it (the preparation) is far superior,’ etc., and goes on 
to recommend the substance on the ground that ‘for invalids and 
persons in delicate health it is all that could be desired, being a per- 
fect food, readily digested and assimilated.’ The gentleman whose 
signature is alleged to be attached to this certificate does not appear 
to be a medical man, and we can only support the statement of the 
Daily Chronicle that if these official analysts are allowed to give 
testimonials to firms in order that such testimonials may be adver- 
tised for trade purposes, a state of things will be created which the 
public must earnestly deprecate.” 


The Manchester Guardian, in its issue of December the 9th 
says :— 


“The officials of the Analytical Department at Somerset House 
have very difficult and invidious duties to perform, and come in for 
more than an average amount of censure from the traders whom 
their official decrees often touch in the pocket, and from the public 
analysts, who are by no means always satisfied with the very low 
standards of quality and purity which Somerset House considers suf- 
ficient. They have plenty of hard work and very scanty pay. Ter- 
haps that is one explanation of the very unpleasant position in which 
one of the oflicials of the Department finds himself at the present 
moment. He has been giving public testimonials to an article of 
commerce, of which he speaks in the most laudatory terms, com- 
mending it to invalided persons in delicate health. It appears from 
various analyses made by independent analysts that, among other 
things, this substance contains a great deal of boracic acid, which 
is not referred to, but which is considered to be an objectionable ad- 
dition to food preparations. Exception is taken toan official analyst 
in the Government employ, and one who is, of course, a referee 
under the Adulteration Acts, giving testimonials for trade purposes, 
and the matter is likely to be brought under the notice of the heads 
of the Department, 


The Stalybridge Standard, December 3rd, says :— 


** Some time ago exception was taken by some member of the 
Oldham Council to the Borough Analyst undertaking analysis for 
private tradesmen, and the principle of the objection has just been 
illustrated in an extraordinary manner by a discovery made else- 
where. The current issue of Foop, Druas anp Drinx gives what is 
alleged to be the copy of a certificate setting forth the constituents of 
a certain preparation of food, and strongly recommending it as all 
that can be desired for persons in poor health. This certificate, it is 
declared, is signed by a Somerset House chemist, who is actually one 
of the referees under the act in question. It is obvious that if official 
analysts are allowed to give testimonials to firms in order that such 
certificates may be advertised for trade purposes, it will make it awk- 
ward to submit to them suspected samples of the very article whose 
purity they have already guaranteed.” 





COLMAN’S MUSTARD. 





The ridiculous decision of the two Bristol magistrates, Sir 


Charles Wathen, and Mr. Obed Hosegood, upon which we com- 
mented in our issue of November 26th, has evoked further com- 


munications from grocers, in addition to the protest of Mr, © 


Grice, which we published in our last issue. 
Mr. W. Collis Clark writes :— a), 
S1r,—With reference to the letter of Mr. Richard Grice on the 
subject of pure mustard, may I be allowed to.add my experience that 
pure mustard is an article that is in considerable demand, and gives 
great satisfaction to customers ? 


I certainly was astonished, and very much regret that such state- — 
ments as those of Mr. Tillett concerning this article should have — 


been made in a police-court on behalf of a firm of such standing as 
that of Messrs. Colman, and I hope there will be no delay on their 
part in withdrawing such statements in justice toa great number of 
the trade who have for many years been selling the pure article, in 


the conviction that they were perfectly safe from the annoyance of © 


prosecution, 
4, Lower Belgrave-street, S.W., I am, &e,, 
December 2, 1892. W. Coxruis CrarK. 

Of Messrs. Colman’s solicitor, Mr. Tillett, we felt compelled to 
say, ‘Sir Charles Wathen and Mr. Obed Hosegood, the magis- 
trates, allowed the outside solicitor to not only put forward 
statements as preposterous as they were irrelevant to the point 
at issue, but they allowed ‘ Gray’s Supplement to the Pharma- 
copcea,’ Blue Books, and strangest of all a Local Government 
Board report to be put in as evidence as to what mustard was, 
The farce did not stop even at these absurdities, for, after toler- 


ating for five hours evidence having no legal bearing on the case, — 


these extraordinary magistrates decided to dismiss the summons. 
Yet the facts were plain enough. Inspector Johnson asked for 


mustard and was supplied with a substance adulterated with 10 — 


per cent. of wheat flour and turmeric. Lengthened twaddle long 
drawn out from Local Government Board or any other reports 
had nothing whatever to do with the question. It seems hope- 
less to look for zeal on the part of inspectors when magistrates 
so lamentably fail in understanding their duties to the public.” 

Mr. Tillett himself, in a letter to The Grocer, has come forward 
with unwilling testimony to the strong necessity for our rebuke 
of the Bristol magisterial farce. Mr. Tillett says :— 

Srr,—In your issue of the 19th ult. is a report of proceedings be- 
fore the Bristol magistrates in a matter in which I represented Messrs. 
J. and J. Colman. Will you allow me to say in reference to the ob- 
servations made by myself, and also in reply to a letter appearing in 
your journal, written by Mr. Grice, that some of my statements were, 
as I learn, too extreme? 

Having regard to the evidence which was adduced in the course of 
the case, I saw that it became my duty to enforce upon the bench 
the fact that the public, represented by a very large majority of the 
trade, greatly prefer mustard in what is known as its condiment 
form, rather than in its pure and unblended state. 

Any assertion beyond this was, and is, erroneous, and may possibly 
lead to misapprehension. Iam, &c., 

L. J. Trerr. 

St. Andrew’s Street, Norwich, December 1. 

This pretty quarrel has further developed by the following 
letters :— 

Srr,—In further reference to this important matter, permit me, on 
behalf of many with whom I have conversed, and who have re- 
quested me to embody in my protest their severe condemnation of 
the statement made by Mr. Tillett as reported in the Bristol case. 

That Mr. Tillett did not appreciate the full measure of value of 
his words, apart from his pleadings, is obviously apparent, and 
equally so that his words were uttered without the authority of his 
clients ; therefore the surprise and disappointment are great to us 
all that Messrs. Colman have permitted this matter to stand before 
the trade with the very unsatisfactory letter of Mr. Tillett’s only in 
explanation and justification. 

In our opinicn, in the interest of the sale of unsophisticated food, 
it is desirable that Messrs. Colman themselves should give voice on 
this very urgent matter, not only in their own interest of responsi- 
bility to the trade, but also in the interest to the trade itself as a 
whole, in its responsibility to the law and consumers of pure 
mustard. Iam, &c. 

Henry CusHen. 

207-9, Mile End Road, E. 

Mr. Tillet’s assertions have produced the following angry re- 
monstrance from Mr. Grice, who says :— 

S1r,—I must ask your permission to reply to Mr. Tillett’s letter in 
your last issue. He there states that he now learns that some of his 
statements in his defence of the case at Bristol were too extreme. 

My reply to that is, the statements there made were most inaccu- 
rate. My only desire, however, in moving in the matter is that the 
trade should know distinctly that pure mustard is an article which 
the public will buy and appreciate, and by selling only ‘‘ pure’’ mus- 
tard the retailer will save himself the risk of prosecution and conse- 
quent vexatious trouble and expense incurred by selling a sophisti- 
cated article. Iam, &c., 

Ricwarp Grice. 
Chairman Federation General Purposes Committee. 

These expressions of opinion conclusively prove that it is not 

the grocers who stand in the way of a pure mustard supply. 


December 17, 1892, — 
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ANOTHER MILK ACTION. 
AN UNSUCCESSFUL CLAIM FOR ADULTERATION. 


Judge Owen, sitting at Cardiff County Court on Saturday last, had 
before him a case in which Joseph Coates, of 2, Mortimer Road, 
Cardiff, milk dealer, sued Ann Griffin, of the Ely Common Farm, to 
recover £15 18s. 6d., under an alleged breach of contract. The 
ground of action was as follows:—To loss and damages sustained 
through defendant’s breach of agreement, whereby defendant agreed 
to supply plaintiff with pure milk for one year, the breach com- 
plained of being that upon the milk being tested on or about the 19th 
of August last it was found to be considerably below the standard re- 
quired for pure milk. The particulars of the claim were :—Amount 
of fine and costs incurred at Llandaff Police Court on the 19th of 


September last, £4 4s.; analyst’s fee for certificate, £1 1s.; train 


fare to Bristol and back, 6s. ; loss of time, 7s. 6d. ; damages through 
estimated loss of custom through the conviction, £10. The plaintiff 
was represented by Mr. C. J. Jackson, barrister (instructed by Mr. 
Blake), and Mr. George David defended. 

_ At the outset his Honour asked Mr. Jackson how he made out the 


claim for the fine. 


_ Mr. Jackson replied that in consequence of the milk supplied by 
the defendant being impure his client was fined. 
His Honour: Surely you cannot recover that part of the claim ? 

Mr. Jackson: They are damages we were put to through relying 
upon the contract. - < 

His Honour; You ought not to have relied. 

Mr. Jackson argued that, having obtained a guarantee that he 
would be supplied with pure milk, the plaintiff was entitled to rely 
upon getting such milk, and if milk so guaranteed was not of that 
quality and a conviction followed, the plaintiff was entitled to recover 
any damages he might be put to. 

His Honour: All you are entitled to recover is the difference of 
value between what was supplied to you and pure milk. Because you 
get an adulterated article supplied to you, you ought not to sell it. 
But you accepted it from the vendor, and then you ge and sell it to 
somebody else. 

Mr. Jackson : We accepted it as relying upon the contract. 

His Honour: You have no right to rely in that way. 

The evidence of the plaintiff, the defendant, and other witnesses 
was then heard, both parties strongly denying that they in any way 
adulterated their milk. 

At the conclusion of the case his Honour, in reviewing the evidence, 
said: One party is as likely to adulterate the milk as the other, and 
I am afraid it is a very common thing to do. The case is an em- 
barrassing one, and there is only oath against oath. I cannot take 
upon myself to say who is telling the truth, and I cannot determine 
who is wrong here, but I will go upon an old rule which is very 
useful, and that is, that the burden of proof falls upon the plaintiff, 
and as he has not made out his case I give judgment for the defen- 
dant. 

Mr. David asked for costs, which his Honour refused. 


ANOTHER CASE IN GLASGOW. 

An action was heard before Sheriff Orr Paterson at Glasgow, on the 
8th inst., in which Robert Muir, farmer, Auchenwinsey, near Kil- 
winning, sued Mary Reid, dairymaid, for £10 103., as loss and 
damage sustained in consequence of the defender while in his employ- 
ment as dairymaid,on 29th October last, without his knowledge or sanc- 
tion, having mixed with water certain quantities of cream and new and 
skim milk sent from his farm to Mr. David Cuthbertson, dairyman, 
142, Houston Street, Glasgow. Samples of said milk, it appeared, 
had been obtained by the Glasgow authorities, and on being analysed 
had been found to be adulterated. A prosecution had followed, and 
Muir, the pursuer in yesterday’s action, had been found guilty, and 
fined in the sum of £10 10s. Mr. W. D. M’Jannet, solicitor, Irvine, 
appeared yesterday for the pursuer, and Mr. R. M. Beveridge, 
solicitor, Ayr, for defender. After a long proof, Sheriff Substitute 
Paterson said that while he was satisfied Mr. Muir had no concern 
or knowledge of the adulteration he thought the defender had put 
water into the milk more from carelessness than with any evil intent. 
He suggested, therefore, that full damages should not be insisted on. 
Mr. M’Jannet said he did not insist on vindictive damages, and was 
willing that decree should be given for £1 1s. with 16s. 5d. expenses. 
Decree was given accordingly. 








DISSATISFIED PROTECTIONISTS. 

Some of the delegates to the Agricultural Conference do not 
appear to have been at all pleased by the complexion of the Con- 
ference, or the lukewarm attitude of most of the delegates on 
vital questions. At the annual meeting in connection with the 
Doncaster Agricultural Society last Tuesday, Mr. G. B. C. Yar- 
borough, J.P., one of the delegates, dwelt upon the fact. A 
large number cf those present at the Conference did not vote on 
the question of protection. They were sitting on the fence. 
Mr. Houlden, another delegate, said he saw but little chance for 
the adoption of Protection—certainly the working classes were 
against it. Mr. Turner, J.P., expressed disapproval at this re- 
mark, and said it was quite unnecessary. The Chairman said 
Mr. Houlden was expressing his private opinion, and it must not 
be forgotten that the delegates went to London with a “free 
hand.” Mr. Turner went on to say that a small duty was needed 
—such as would not raise the price of bread to the detriment of the 
working classes. He thought in future the views of delegates 
should be known beforehand. 
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THE MERCHANDISE MARKS ACT. 
ANOTHER PROSECUTION QUASHED. 








On the 23rd ult., James Kilvert, pork butcher, Stretford Road, 
appeared in answer to a summons charging him, under section 2 of 
the Merchandise Marks Act, 1887, with having in his possession for 
sale lard to which a false trade description had been affixed. Mr. 
Paxton (of Messrs. Avison, solicitors, Liverpool) appeared on behalf 
of the Board of Trade, and Mr. HE: A. Parry was counsel for the defen- 
dant. The allegation of the prosecution was that the defendant sold 
lard labelled ‘‘ Kilvert’s pure lard: English refined.” It was ad- 
mitted ‘that Messrs. Kilvert obtained almost the whole of the lard 
they used from America in a roughly refined state, and the prosecu- 
tion contended that although Messrs. Kilvert subjected the com- 
modity to a second process of refining, that did not alter the fact 
that it was American lard to all intents and purposes; and therefore 
the arrangement of the words on the label was calculated to lead 
ignorant purchasers to believe that they were buying pure English 
lard. After hearing the evidence Mr. Headlam said he did 
not think the words on the label could be reasonably 
said to bear the construction put upon them by the 
prosecution, and he should therefore dismiss the sum- 
mons. After further argument it was decided to ad- 
journ the case for fourteen days in order to give the 
prosecution an opportunity of considering whether they would be 
bound over to carry the case to a higher court. On Dec. 7th Mr. 
Paxton said that since the adjournment he had received instruc- 
tions from the Board of Trade to the effect that as his Worship had 
heard the evidence in the case and had decided that he would not be 
justified in sending it for trial, they would not ask to be bound over 
to prosecute. Mr. Parry said he was instructed to ask for costs. Mr. 
Headlam allowed costs, and fixed the amount at £15. Mr. Headlam 
asked if it was intended to proceed under the summons against 
Messrs. N. Kilvert and Co. Mr. Bryne (barrister) said he was instruc- 
ted by the Board of Trade to proceed with that case. The defendants, 
Messrs. N. Kilvert and Co., Limited, lard refiners, was summoned 
for affixing a false trade description to lard sent out by them to their 
customers. The lard bore a label with words upon it similar to those 
complained of in the foregoing case. The prosecution again sought 
to show that the label was calculated to deceive people into the 
belief that they were purchasing pure English lard. It was con- 
tended that, the lard having been imported from America, the de- 
fendants ought by some means to have made the fact clear on their 
label. Mr. Headlam pointed out how impracticable that was. To 
carry out the suggestion of the prosecution Messrs. Kilvert would 
require to have a label somewhat as follows :—‘‘ American, English, 
Irish and Scotch lard ; Refined in England.” (Laughter.) He was of 
the same opinion as in the preceding case, that the words complained 
of were not reasonably calculated to deceive purchasers, and he 
should therefore dismiss the summons. Mr. Byrne said if that was 
his Worship’s opinion, he would not in this case either be bound 
over to prosecute, Upon an application for costs by Mr. Parry (who 
appeared to defend), Mr. Headlam again fixed the amount at £15. 


ANALYSTS’ REPORTS. 


At the Jast meeting of the West Sussex County Council, the 
following report from the Food and Drugs Acts Committee was 
adopted :— 

‘‘The committee appointed to more effectually carry out the pro- 
visions of the Sale of Foods and Drugs Act met on the 7th inst., and 
received a report from the public analyst (Mr. Otto Hehner), showing 
that during the past quarter 14 samples of milk had been submitted 
to him for analysis by police inspectors. Of these samples ten were 
genuine, and of fair quality, two were poor but passed as genuine, 
two were adulterated, one skimmed and watered, and one was adul- 
terated with 10 per cent. of water. The percentage of adulteration 
detected, was 14°3, although it was hardly fair to calculate percen- 
tages upon so small a number of samples examined. He took this 
opportunity of pointing out that during the last twelve months only 
60 samples had been submitted to him for analysis from West Sussex, 
which number appeared to him to be far too small to allow of an 
efficient control of the food supply of the county. When the 
immense number of vendors of articles of food and of drugs in the 
county was considered, it was obvious that at the rate of 60 samples 
analysed per annum the turn of each vendor to have even a simple 
sample taken for analysis could only come once in many years, and 
if, further, it be taken into account, that many of these vendors, like 
grocers and publicans, sold a considerable number of different 
articles liable to adulteration, the chances of detection were so in- 
finitesimal, that the dishonest might well incur the risk of having 
samples taken for analysis. Even if fined, the small loss to them 
thus incurred would very soon be made up again by perseverance in 
the practice of adulteration. The Local Government Board have 
for many years pointed out that, in order to get the full benefit of 
the Adulteration Acts, one sample for every thousand of inhabitants 
should annually be examined. The cost to the ratepayers of the 
proper and efficient working of the Food Act need be nothing, if 
adequate fines were inflicted. Atleast ten per cent. of all samplea 
analysed would be found to be adulterated, so that, if the average of 
fines were £5, the cost of working would be entirely covered by the 
fines.” 


i 


LIPTON’S HAMS. 


A MERCHANDISE MARKS ACT CONVICTION 
UPHELD ON APPEAL. 


Judgment has been given in the appeal in case of Seddall 
v. Lipton heard in Dublin, on the 3rd inst. in the Queen’s 
Bench Division, before the Lord Chief Justice, Mr. Justice Gibson, 
and Mr. Justice Holmes. An appeal had been brought by Mr. 
Thomas J. Lipton from a decision of the Belfast magistrates, and 
which had been argued last week in a case stated from the Court 
below. Mr. Lipton, the well-known tea and provision merchant, 
with establishments in all the principal towns in the United Kingdom, 
was charged by a district inspector of constabulary before the 
Belfast magistrates on three summonses with breaches of the Mer- 
chandise Marks Act, 1887, by applying false trade descriptions to 
hams which he sold in his Belfast establishment. In the first sum- 
mons he was charged with having falsely used the description 
of “ Lipton’s prime mild cure” applied to a ham sold on May 21; 
in the second with having used the words ‘Finest quality 
smoked ham, own cure at Lipton’s Market,” applied to a 
ham sold on May 17; and in the third, with having used 
the words ‘“Tracey’s mild cure,’’ applied to a ham _ sold 
on May 28. The magistrates imposed a fine of £10 on 
each summons, with the usual costs. The Lord Chief Justice, in 
delivering judgment, said the three summonses were heard together, 
and decided on admissions of the defendant, Mr. Lipton. The 
magistrates were of opinion that the summons relating to the words 
‘“‘ Lipton’s prime mild cure’”’ was not sustained, but at the request of 
the defendant they convicted on it, sco that all the cases might 
be considered by this Court. The Court had now come to the con- 
clusion that the magistrates were right in their opinion that the 
charges did not come within the Act of Parliament, and thatit should 
have been dismissed. The label containing the words “ Lipton’s 
prime mild cure ”’ did not come within the meaning of a false trade 
description, as it did no more than express the fact that the cure was 
his own from beginning to end, and it was not obligatory on him to 
state the country of origin of the meat, which it was admitted was 
America. On the second summons, where the defendant was charged 
with having sold a ham labelled with the description, ‘ Finest 
quality smoked ham, own cure, at Lipton’s Market.’ He (the Lord 
Chief Justice) admitted that the judicial instincts had been much 
harassed, (Laughter.) Why, he had to ask, were the words “at Lip- 
ton’s Market ’’ used ? A good deal had been said during the arguments 
about Lipton’s place in Belfast being simply a shop,and that no person 
could have been deceived into the belief that the ham was cured is 
that establishment. On the whole, having regard to the great differ- 
ences in the price between hams cured in America and in this coun- 
try, the Court were of opinion the charge in this summons was not 
sustained, and should have been dismissed. However, as to the third 
summons the Court agreed with the magistrates, and the conviction 
should be upheld. The description—“ Tracey’s mild cure” was not 
bona fide. For although Tracey was the name of a man emploved 
by Mr. Lipton as a foreman, he was not a manufacturer, nor did he 
cure hams on his own account. The order of the Court, therefore, 
was that the two summonses should have been dismissed, and that 
the conviction in the third was right. Mr. Justice Holmes and Mr. 
Justice Gibson concurred. For the appellant Serjeant Dodd, Mr. 
Campbell, Q.C., and Mr. Hume appeared, instructed by Messrs. Car- 
son and McDowell; Messrs. Macinerny and MacDermot appeared for 
the respondent. 


WEDNESDAY’S PRODUCE MARKETS. 


Gratn.—English Wheats met scarcely any inquiry, and prices were 
still on the side of the consumers. Best red quoted 31s. and white 
33s. Foreign sorts attracted but little notice, values here also being 
rather worse than Monday. Flour had very few buyers at last prices. 
Oats ruled extremely slow, but Monday’s rates still wanted. Maize 
dull, although not cheaper. Barley quiet, and the turn worse to sell. 
Beans and Peas without buyers. Buyers are overawed by the increase 
in he American visible supply of nearly 3,000,000 bushels of wheat 
andt the market continues excessively slow. Red wheats are about 
unchanged in price, but whites are inclined towards further weakness. 
The La Plata cargo off coast is rumoured sold at about 27s. Nothing 
done in forward cargoes. Californians afloat have buyers at 30s. to, 
perhaps, 30s. 3d., according to position of vessel, with sellers at 6d. 
more. Prompt loading held for 31s. 8d., and 6d. less refused. Ore- 
gons, on the way, are obtainable at 31s. 6d., and Australians, Decem- 
ber-January, at 31s. 6d. 

O1rs.—London — Rape Oil dull at about unaltered rates. 
Brown, in casks, on spot, 23s. 3d.; month, 23s. 8d.; January-April, 
238. 6d. to 23s. 9d.; refined, spot, 25s. to 25s. 6d. Linseed Oil steady, 
although quiet. Spot, in pipes, 18s. 3d.; barrels, 18s. 43d. ; month, 
18s. 44d.; January-April, 18s. 9d.; May-August, 18s. 103d. to 19s. 
Cotton Oil tends upwards, market still keeping firm. Crude, on 
spot, 17s. 14d.; January-April, 17s, 3d.; May-August, 17s. 9d. to 
18s. Petrolewm nominally unaltered. American, 42d. to 42d.; Rus- 
sian, 43d. to 48d. Zwurpentine inclined to weaken. Short prompt 
sold at 22s. 3d.; full prompt at 22s. 44d., further sellers; Januavy- 
April, 23s. 3d. sellers; May-August, 24s. Tallow continues stexdy. 
Australian mutton, 27s. 6d. to 28s.; beef, 25s. 9d. to 26s. 3d.; 
Piy-0.. 45s, 

Houiu.—Linseed Oil quiet, unchanged. Spot, 16s. 103d. ; January- 
April, 17s. 6d.; May-August, 17s. 9d. Cotton Oil weaker. Refined, 
spot and month, 16s. 6d.; January-April, 16s. 103d. ; crude ou spot, 
15s. 3d. (all naked). 

Pipe-line certificates have not been dealt in. Sales, nil: pipe-line 
runs, 80,000 barrels ; shipments from regions, 90,000 barrels. 
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“ Pure Refined Lard, Shamrock brand, Belfast.” 






December 17, 1892. 


CORRESPONDENCE. | 





THE MERCHANDISE MARKS ACT. 
To the Editor of Foop, Druas, AnD DRinx. 


S1r,—Some months ago, as has been referred to recently in» 
your journal, two important prosecutions were instituted against — 


two refiners of American lard, having their places of business in 


Belfast, for breaches of the above Act by branding American lard © 


refined by them as “ Pure refined Lard, Lily brand, Belfast,” and 
The cases were 
heard before the magistrates in that city, and the defendants 
were fined each in £6 and costs. 
cases were re-heard before the County Court Judge, the Recorder 


for Belfast, the defendants being ably represented by counsel ; . 
the Recorder, however, in a learned and elaborate judgment, . 
confirmed the decision of the Magistrates with costs, pointing - 


out clearly that branding with the word Belfast (the product 
being American), it was misleading and calculated to deceive, and 


if the goods were to be described the whole truth must be told ; 


and although fraud may not have been intended by the vendors, 


yet, if goods were marked in such a manner as to be calculated 


to deceive any ordinary purchaser, the Act was infringed. Cer- 


tainly, he said, this would seem to have been the intention of the | 
So the law has 


legislators, and clearly the meaning of the Act. 
been interpretated in Ireland. Let us see how the same Act has 


been interpreted by a stipend iary in Manchester. In the begin-. 


ning of the present month, two prosecutions were instituted by 
the Board of Trade against James Kilvert and N. 


Kilvert and Co., refiners, of American lard in Manchester. 


They were charged under the above Act with having sold lard 


marked “ Pure English refined Lard,” which defendants admitted 


was American lard refined in Manchester. These cases were on 
all fours with the Belfast cases referred to; nevertheless, the 
stipendiary by some process of reasoning held that the words 
“ Koglish refined lard” merely meant that the lard was refined 
in England. 

If this is held to be good law, the Merchandise Marks Act is a 


sham and a delusion. It was intended to protect British work- 
men from traudulent and unfair competition, as American and 
German manufactures were being largely imported into this. 


country, marked as of British manufacture and traded off at 
far above their value, on the established character of English 
goods. 

i Now, if the Manchester decision be correct, nothing will be 
more easy for unscrupulous dealers than to import, say American 
cutlery, into this country, furbished, however slightly, in Eng- 


land ; then brand and sell as best Sheffield furbished knives, &c.’ 


Again, German watches, however worthless, nay be imported, 
the cases engraved and sold as “ Best English engecaved Watches.” 
American hams may be imported into this country, undergo a 
process of smoking, and then be flagrantly branded as ‘ Best 
E glish Smoked Hams,” thus to carry out the Manchester 
deeision to its logical conclusion, nothing could be more 
absurd, 

Much of the agricultural depression in England and Ireland is 
due to the want of fair protection of British produce. American 
meat is being sold all over the country branded as English or 
Irish, ruining the character of the latter, and thereby handicap- 
ping the producer of British goods. 

: Yours truly, 


14th December, 1892. NDEX. 








Rartways Boycott EneruisH Darry Farmers. 


At a meeting of the Ashbourne Dairy Farmers’ Association it was 
stated that the farmers could not get their butter, &c., sold in the 
London markets on account of the excessive charge for railway rates 
which barred them from competing with foreigners. Normandy 
butter cou'd be delivered in London and placed on the table at a 
freightage of a farthing per pound, while Ashbourne butter could 
not be delivered for less than a penny per pound. 

Railway Companies, however, have the onerous duty thrust 
upon them of maintaining some 800 Boards of Directors where 
one would suffice, and of running first-class carriages that are 
uot wanted, and that rarely or never pay, and at times even in- 
volve a loss of 200 to 300 percent. These and other costly 
luxuries, perhaps, account in some measure for the fact that 
English produce cannot be got into our large towns at as cheap 
a rate as foreign produce can be brought from Denmark, Swe- 
den, or even America. In a sensibly governed country such a 
state of things would not be permitted to last five minutes. In 
England it has lasted for years, and seems destined to continue 
its blighting existence until English Agriculture has become as 
extinct as the Dodo. 
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PUBLIC HEALTH NOTES. 





~ Ara meeting of the Scarborough Town Council on Monday— 
the Mayor (Mr. John Dale) presiding—voluminous minutes of 
committee meetings held during the past four or five weeks, 
with respect to the obtaining of land and the erection thereon 
of a hospital for infectious and contagious diseases, were sub- 
mitted. The main points contained in them were the decision 
that a temporary establishment be obtained from London and 
erected on rented land in Newby Lane, and this despite the 
decision of the Rural Sanitary Authority, who have the control 
over the water and drainage arrangements, that they were un- 
able to sanction such erection on. such site; the protest of a 
deputation from a public meeting of the North Ward ratepayers 
against the site of the hospital being within three miles of the 
“borough ; and a unanimous resolution of confidence passed by 
the Street and Sewerage, &c., Committee in the Town Clerk 
after certain statements made by Mr. W. RwAppleyard, a mem- 
ber of the Corporation, at that public meeting, Mr. Whittaker 
took exception to the minute with reference to the difference 
between the Town Clerk and Mr. Appleyard being 1ecorded, 
claiming that it was irregular, the latter’s statements having 
been made outside the council, and amounted practically to a 
_yote of censure on a member of the council. In the end the 
minute was expunged, as beivg irregular by 11 votes against 10 
votes. The matter occupied the council for a long time, and 
was discussed with animation. 





At the Clerkenwell Police Court, on Monday, the London 
School Board (represented by General Moberley and Mr. Sharpe) 
were summoned by Mr. James W. Cowling, Sanitary Inspector 
of the Islington Vestry, for permitting “ two foul and defective 
-nine-inch drains” to exist at their premises, the Yerbury Road 
Board School, “it being necessary to remove the same, and to 
substitute for them two six-inch glazed stoneware pipe drains.” 
A second summons was taken out against the School Board, by 
Sanitary Inspector Mitchener, of the samo Vestry, for allowing 
drains to exist at the Hanover Street Board School, which ‘‘ were 
jn such a state as to be a nuisance, or injurious to health.” Mr. 
G. Elliott, barrister, represented the London School Board, and 
Mr. Macmorran the Vestry. 


The evidence of Sanitary Inspector Cowling revealed a most 
discreditable state of affairs. He visited the Yerbury Road 
School, Islington, on the 26th of September, and examined the 
drains, The next day the Medical Officer of Health for the dis- 
trict attended the school with him, and Witness applie1 “ the 
water test” to the drains. One of these drains, a nine-inch 
drain, was 14 feet long, and communicated with the inspection- 
chamber, having its inlets to the children’s closets. , There was 
another drain, 30 feet long, leading from the inspection-chamber 
to the boys’ closets. A third drain communicated with the soil 
drain. After he applied the water test scarcely any water re- 
mained in the pipe; it had forced its way through the joints, but 
a large quantity of solid matter escaped when the plug was 
pulled out. Inno case, in his examination of the pipes, did he 
find a sound joint. On the 30th of the same month several 





members of the School Board attended the school, and the water 
test was again applied, the defects being pointed out. He de- 
cided to inspect the drains because he noticed an offensive odour 
in the neighbourhood of the school. The pipes were about two 
feet from the surface. The soil was not clay, but “ made np 


soil,” and it was possible for bad odours to escape through it. 





Dr. Alfred Harris, Medical Officer of Health for Islington, 
said ho instructed tnspector Cowling to examine the school, on 
hearing of the numerous cases of diphtheria there. He corro- 
borate: the evidence of the last Witness as to the examination of 
the drain pipes. In answer to his complaint to the School 
Board he was told that the Board did not intend to relay the 
pipes. In his opinion, the state of things at the school formed 
a grave source of danger to the scholars. He suggested that a 
six-inch drain should be laid. Mr, Elliott proceeded to cross- 
examine the witness as to the character of the diseases the drain 
was likely to cause, when Mr. Horace Smith said:—I do not 
care anything about the particular disease a bad drain will 
cause, whether it is diphtheria or anything else. I am simply 
trying the question whether the drains are bad or not. If I 
find the drains are bad I shall make an order for them to be re- 
medied. Neither do I care anything about the question of the 
condition of the children’s homes, as they are not before me. 
When they are before me I will deal with them. The only 
building I have now to deal with is the Board School, and if the 
drainage is proved to be defective, I shall close the school, in the 


same way as I should a house. The further hearing of the case 
was adjourned. 


————————— 
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Awarded a Silver Medal at the International Health Exhibition, 1884. 
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H.M. BOARD OF TRADE. 
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- te. ; also by the LONDON 
N for deodorising the wood pavements, market purposes, etc. ;_ : 
7. PaOUNTY COUNCIL, fomecy, Beckenham Grantham, Doncaster and other Local Boards, Hospitals, Railways, etc. 


No household should be without them, as they destroy not merely mask bad smells. 


“The Medical Officer of Health and Public Analyst for the City of London (Dr. SEDGWICK SAUNDERS, 


F.LC., 


F.C.S.. FS.A.. etc.), in an official report to the Commissioners ot Sewers as far back as 1889, states as follows :—‘‘ During 
-C.5., F.S.A., a 


‘the past summer months I have found ‘Tuson’s Disinrectine Frum’ extremely valuable for watering the public roadways, for which 


CH 


purpose a 2 or 3 per cent. solution may be used.” 


Dr. Thorne Thorne, C.B., F.R.S., Principal Medical Officer of H.M. Local Government 
’ Board, in his Memorandum of August 26th, 


) 
ERCURY and SULPHUROUS ACID. 
| - RA | 3 srt, ber amrogecrret ag Hebe Ms substances in large quantities and various forms. 


1892, on EPIDEMIC DISEASE advises 


Order of your Local Chemist, and if not obtainable apply for Pamphlet and full particulars 


At the Company’s Works, 
New Charlton, Kent, or the 


City Offices: 186-7 Palmerston Buildings, Old Broad Street, H.C. 
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"SUTHERLAND" BRAND 


ENGLISH PRESERVED PROVISIONS. a 
English Rolled Ox Tongues, "t= Corned Beef, | 
Spiced Beef, Brawn, &c., Bee 
Pressed Beet, WRITE Fon PRICE List 70 : 


J. & A. CARPENTER, rept Place: Walworthe Sai 
WHISKY FOR THE GOUTY AND DIABETIC. 


- $2 coc Teen 999999 OO09090 500 0000KE~— 


FINES T*©LDis@one em 


CAVEN DIS H (16 YEARS OLD) 
(SPECIAL DIETETIC) WHISKY. 


BONDED AND BOTTLED BY 


CAVENDISH, EDENBOROUGH & CO., 4, CULLUM STREET, LONDON, E.C. 














A Blend of the finest Matured Whiskies, containing no sugar or fusel oil, with the highest — 
percentage of the aromatic ethers produced by age. 


This has been specially selected, on the suggestion of Medical Men, to meet the demand 
for a Whisky which can be safely indulged i in by sufferers from Gout, Bheumatism, Diabetes, or 
Dyspepsia. 

Price 54/- per Dozen net Cash. 


GOLD Cat BaUaRELa Exteortiot 1888. ‘VEUVE }MONNIER CHAMP AGNE. 
DIPLOMA OF HONOUR (Highest Award), FOOD EXHIBITION, | 
1869. SPECIAL CUVEE VINTAGE, 1884. 


MEREDITH 6% DREW NO FINER CAN BE HAD AT ANY PRICE. 


AMALGAMATED) ? 
To be had of all Wine Merchants. 


HIGH-CLASS BISCUITS % CAKES, 


ESPECIALLY ADAPTED FOR LICENSED VICTUALLERS, 


HOTEL PROPRIETORS & REFRESHMENT CONTRACTORS. VEUVE MONNIER ET SES FI LS, 


Their various manufactures are made from the finest material, and | 


manipulated by machinery of the highest order. | RUE DU COMMERCE, EPERNAY. 
Vans To Aun Parts Darny. | 
Lonpon OFFICES: 


Office and Works:-SHADWELL, E. | 
PRICE LISTS ON APPLICATION. : 9, GREAT TOWER STREET, E.C.. 
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CROSSE & BLACKWELL’S 
PICKLES SAUCES, MALT VINEGAR, 
_ JAMS, SOUPS & POTTED MEATS 


MAY BE OBTAINED FROM ALL GROCERS THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. 
CROSSE & BLACKWELL, LIMITED, SOHO SQUARE, LONDON. 


CHAMPIONS MUSTARD 


IS ned ADULTERATED. 












I aes Nale in the World. 
“Bt , The Original and the Best. 
‘Contains the Most Cream. 


CHAMPION S VINEGAR 


ISUABSOLUTELY! PURE. 
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“SANITAS” DISINFECTANTS 


Unlike most: disin ectants—such as the Coal Tar prodacts—do not rob the air of its vital Oxygen (so ‘essential to animal life), nor . 

inerely hide the foul, Smells of decomposition by their own odour: they actually generate Oxygen in an active form, and destroy : 

offensive matters and disease germs. Moreover, the “SANITAS ” Disinfectants ‘are non-poisonous, do_not stain, are pleasant in . 
s . - ~ - / 7 ‘ 





use, and natural in character, ~ > > on , . . 
We do. not recommend any one of our’manufactures for all-purposes, but. there are distinct “ SANITAS” preparations and 
appliances for various applications. - “a yt . “Ls 4 fil 
Apart from the important consideration that the “SANITAS” Disinfectants have emanated from a well-known chemist 
(Mr. ©. T. Kiyazzrt, F.L.C.; F.C.S.), they have received testimony from Sir Henry Roscog, M.P., F.R.S.; Sir Coartes CAMERON, 
M.D., F.R.CS.L, F.LC., &e.; Professor T. E. THorrs, F.R.S., F.1.C., F.C.S. ; B. W. Ricuarpson, M.D., F.R.S.; A. B. Grirrirus, — 
Ph.D., F.R.S.E., F.C.S,; R. A. Harwanp, F.LC., F.C.S. ; J. Baynus, F.1.C., F.0.S. ; T. Parmer, B.Sc., F.C.S. ; and innumerable 


other Chemical and Medical Authorities ; and have received the approval in use of most of the Medical Officers of Health in the — 
United Kingdom. ¥ : AG bee is ~! : 


“MERCURIC. BACTERICIDE” 


Is’ another scientific preparation of the SANITAS COMPANY, manufactured under a patent of Mr. ©. T. KiNezerr, and 
undoubtedly presents the very best form in which Corrosive Sublimate can be used as an antiseptic and disinfecting agent, for it is. 
associated in a perfectly stable form with Peroxide of Hydrogen, so that it acts not merely as a germicide and antiseptic, but also as 
an oxidising agent, thus destroying toxic products. The SANITAS COMPANY, however, recommend in preference thereto, the 
use of their “SANITAS” Fluid and Oil, for they serve just as well in practice, and are free from any danger in use. 


“PRESERVED PEROXIDE OF HYDROGEN,” 


Pcepared under another patent of Mr. Ktnazerr’s by the SANITAS COMPANY, is an extremely stable and useful article, available - 


for use on an extended scale as an antiseptic, disinfectant and bleaching agent, and having peculiar advantages for particular 
applications. : 





Pamphlets, fully descriptive of all these manufactures, may be obtained free on application to 


The SANITAS COMPANY, Lim., Bethnal Green, London, E, | 


C. T. KINGZETT, F.LC., F:C.S., 


Author of “Animal Chemistry’ (Longmans and Co.) ;-“The Alkali Trade” (Longmans and Co.) ; 
and “Nature’s Hygiene”’ (Balliere and Co.) ; dc., 


Managing Director and Chemists 


BANCROFTS LARD. 


4 








BOAR'S HEAD BRAND. = J 
A BSOLO TRY -—-bNW Avro. © 


We guarantee our Lard to be perfectly free from water or any other adulteration. We only make 
ONE quality, viz. :— 


ABSOLUTELY PURE LARD. 
BANCROFT & CO., Ltd., Lard Refiners, LIVERPOOL. 
CRUEL CHEAPNESS! |! 











Surely these words apply to the low-priced Baking Powders sold, containing in some instances a quarter of their bulk ALUM. Persons 
eating food coutaining it are SERIOUSLY INJURED, and children taking it day by day suffer from indigestion in its worst form. 


CRUEL CHEAPNESS— 


because the persoas using it have no idea of hurtful effects. 


FREEMAN'S BAKING & EGG POWDER 


Contains NO ALUM er any injurious ingredient, and has had a sale all over the kingdom for twenty-two years. 
Ten Avalytical Chemists testify to its strength and purity. PROPKIETOKS’ guarantee on each BOX. 


{<= Sold by every London Wholesale House at List Prices. Lists on application. 


FREEMAN & HILDYARD, LONDON, S.E. 


Liverpool Branch—60, Stanley Street. Birmingham Branch—47, Soho Hill. 


2>s)2_ ~s. 


a 


49 





December 24, 1892. 


‘FOOD, DRUGS, AND DRINK. 3 








PUBLIC ANALYTICAL JOURNAL 
AND SANITARY REVIEW. 


DruUg8s anny D 


—THE— 








SATURDAY, DECEMBER 24, 1892. 








NOTICE. 


This journal is devoted to the promotion of a pure food supply, and 
to the advancement of sanitary science. In the interests alike of the 


public and the traders, adulterations of food, drugs, and drink are 


exposed whenever and wherever discovered, and as complete a record as 
possible is published of prosecutions for infringements of the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act, the Margarine Act, the Excise Acts, and the 
Public Health Local Sanitary Acts. Assistance and advice are given 
to the officers eagaged in carrying out these Acts, and to grocers, pro. 
vision dealers, and milksellers, who are subject to conviction for the 
sale of articles which they have bought in good faith as genuine; and 
one object of the journal is to procure the amendment of the Acts so as 
to make the wholesale dealer responsible and amenable to the law, 


The greatest care is consequently taken in accepting advertisements 
for the paper, only those being inserted which announce articles of un- 
‘questioned purity and reliability, and which have been proved to be so 
by analysis, either by our own consulting analysts, or some other 
member of the Society of Analysts. The appearance of any advertise- 
ment of foodstuffs in Foop, Druas anp Drink is consequently an 
ABSOLUTE GUARANTEX of the quality of the article advertised. 

All communications for the Editors to be addressed to the Editors, 
183, Strand, London, W.C. 


_ Advertisements to be addressed to The Publisher, and if intended for 
the current issue should reach the Office, 183, Strand, London, W.C., by 
Thursday morning. 








SOMERSET HOUSE CHEMISTS AS SWEATERS. 


WE learn that already, as a result of the articles that have 
appeared in this Journal concerning the Analytical Department 


-of Somerset House, some very necessary reforms have been made | 


in the department, but, as far as we can gather, they are not 
such as meet the public requirements. The scandal of officials 
—referees under the Food and Drugs Act—being themselves 
engaged in the sale of food and drugs, has been, we understand, 
peremptorily ended by command of the Board of Inland 
Revenue. The same Board might, whilst they are about it, look 
into another question. The Somerset House chemists are paid 
by the State to do a State work, and are provided out of State 
moneys with laboratory utensils and chemicals to perform their 
duties. The State is careful that labour performed in any of 
its establishments shall not be done to the detriment of private 
“manufacturers, the case of convict labour in State prisons being 
an instance in point. Somerset House, however, a State 
department, has not only persistently set this rule at 
_ defiance, but has performed work of a private character at 
rates which would mean starvation to private analytical 
chemists. There is every reason to believe that such 
‘work has been done in Government time, and that along with 
Government wages being paid for it, Government chemicals 
and utensils have been used for the analyses. We make no 
statements so grave as these on hearsay, but as we have hither- 
to made it our rule to do, we give chapter and verse. If the de- 


- partment can bring forward any evidence that we are wrong we, 


shall be pleased. Little as we think of the analytical capacity 
, of the Somerset House chemists, we wish to do them no injustice, 
-and to state nothing but the facts—nothing extenuating, as we 


. Set down nothing in malice, 


The suggestion has been made that we have been, in these 


articles, actuated by personal animus to members of the Somer- 
. 8et House chemical department. We wish here to say, once for 
. all, that such suggestions are devoid of any foundation whatever. 








We have never met nor do we personally know any one of the 
staff to whose acts as public servants we have called attention, 
and our criticisms have been directed solely to the department 
in its public capacity. Our present charge of sweating is so 
directed. We take the first case at hand. The Salford Cor- 
poration were until a few months ago accustomed to have sewage 
effluents analysed by Manchester and local chemists. The local 
analytical chemists paying rent for their laboratories and using 
chemicals and utensils, the cost of which came out of their own 
pockets, charged the sum of three guineas for an analysis of each 
effluent. Learning somehow that Somerset House chemists were 
in the habit of doing private work, the Corporation of Salford 
sent some effluents to Somerset House, which the officials there 
analysed, and charged for at the rate of only one guinea each. 
Asa natural result of this “sweating” the Manchester chemists 
have received: no further samples. We will. not go so far as to 
say that the Somerset House analyses were worth even the 
sweated rate of one guinea each. Chemists capable of making 
such extraordinary analyses as those of milk and butter, to which 
we recently called attention, are not likely to have the capacity 
to make a reliable analysis of a sewage effluent, but to an un- 
scie ntific body like the Salford Corporation, the very fact that 
the analyses were made by Government analysts would carry 
conviction with it however. They may have been worthless, The 
scandal of this, however, is that the Salford Corporation, thus 
supplied with analyses at one guinea each by Government 
officials provided with a Government service, would naturally 
consider that they were being overcharged by the local chemists. 
They would also be unaware of the fact that Somerset House 
chemists cannot be regarded as experts in water analysis, and 
that local chemists are much better qualified for such chemical 
work than the chemists at Somerset House. Here, however 
it may be alleged that this is an isolated instance. We have un- 
fortunately too much proof to the contrary. Before us is a letter 
written by one of the largest firms in the kingdom, in which 
occurs the following passage: “‘ Nothing enters our factory, or 
leaves it, without being analysed, tested and certified by a 
Government (Somerset House) analyst.” Which shows that 
the Somerset House chemists make a practice of doing private 
work. A worse case, however, than any yet instanced is one 
wherein Dr. M. A. Adams, Medical Officer of Health for 
Maidstone, and Public Analyst for Kent, condemned the 
water supply of two houses, Nos. 14 and 15, Paradise Row, 
Maidstone. The water was from wells situated close to the 
closets, which had formerly been common privies. The soil 
around the wells was saturated with the organic filth of genera- 
tions. Dr. Adams’ analysis stated, ‘‘ Both these waters are 
greatly polluted, and neither can be safely used for drinking 
purposes, and they are likely to prove injurious to the health of 
persons drinking them.” Somerset House was asked to do a 
private analysis by the owners of the property, and their cer- 
tificate of analysis enabled the defendant’s counsel to state that 
‘‘it was only an ordinary pollution,” although diphtheria had 
caused death in the property supplied with the condemned water. 


Dr, Adams thus referred in his annual report to the action of 
Somerset House in the case :— 


“ First, I would point out that by Section 2 of the Food and Drugs 
Act, water is specifically excluded from among those articles for 
which the Government chemists are constituted referees. They, the 
Somerset House chemists, at the most can claim ability for dealing 
with one side only, namely, the Chemical ; as respects the Medical 
and Topographical, the two other and most important sides of the 
question, they are out of it altogether, as is manifest by the terms of 
the certificate in question. If in the future a similar case should 
arise, my advice is that a certificate from these or any other gentle- 
men should on no account be accepted as evidence, without the 
authors thereof being present and subject to cross-examination.”’ 
With the following castigation, at once judicious and contemptuous, 
Dr. Adams dismisses Somerset House :—‘‘ Once more, I repeat, this 
is not a simple Chemical question, it is a much wider Sanitary prob- 
lem, and my chief point is that Topographical knowledge is abso- 
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‘ lutely essential to its solution; without that, in a properly de- | margarine was marked sufficiently by the label near it, and that 


_ batable case, mere chemical testimony is worth next to nothing. In 


& local question, such as this, a stranger must be in a hopeless fog, 


‘ and to put confidence in such an one is about as wise as it would be 
to charter a Thames pilot to take a ship through the Indian Ar chi- 
_ pelago.” 


It is a fair question and a necessary one that we have to ask. 


—by what right do Somerset House chemists—state;paid public 
servants do analytical work for private firms, and what has the 
Board of Inland Revenue to say upon the question ? 

We submit that not only is this state of things an intolerable 
scandal that ought not to be allowed to exist in any public de- 
partment, but that it has a distinctly injurious effect on the public 
health, and is mean in the last degree to chemists who are sub- 
jected to such competition on the part of public officials. 








ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 


BUTTER AND MARGARINE. 


On the 10th inst., at the Kidderminster Borough Police Court, two 
small shopkeers of Wood Street, named Elizabeth Cupper and 
Elizabeth Richards were summoned by Mr. J. T. Cowderoy, the sani- 
tary inspector employed by the Corporation, for offences under the 
Sale of Food and Drngs Act, viz., selling butter not of the substance 
and quality demanded by the purchaser. In both cases a married 
woman acted as the ‘‘ medium ” for the purchase of the butter, 
which was at once handed to the inspector, who was in waiting, and 
who, telling the vendors he intended to have it analysed, divided it 
into three parts, one of whieh he handed to the shopkeeper. The 
result of the analysis showed that in the first case the ‘ butter ”’ 
only contained 9 per cent. of pure butter, and in the second 1 per 
cent. The first defendant informed the Bench that she purchased 
the butter from a wholesale firm at Worcester, whose traveller called 
upon her and guaranteed the butter to be pure. Believing the 
woman’s story to be true, but pointing out that it did not absolve her 
from the legal consequences, the magistrates imposed a fine of 5s. 
and costs, in all £1. Inthe second case the defendant made no ex- 
cuse, except that she was a widow with an invalid son to support, 
and the magistrates fined her £1 and £1 17s. 6d. costs, the Mayor 
intimating that future offenders under this Act would be more severely 
dealt with. 


At Glasgow Sheriff Summary Court, on the 12th inst., before Mr. 
Sheriff Substitute Birnie, James Black, 6, Muirhead-street, Partick, 
pleaded gnilty to having, on the 18th ult., sold to Mr. D. Willock, 
sanitary inspector, margarine without putting it in a wrapper bearing 
the word ‘‘ margarine,” and also with having exposed margarine for 
sale without having the regulation label attached to it. Mr. Alex- 
ander, who prosecuted, said that the accused’s was a small shop in 
a low locality, but these were the kind of shops that did the most 
damage. There had been a good many complaints from this district. 
The Sheriff imposed a fine of 10s. with £2 10s. costs. 


Henry Colin Hunt, 111,Byres Road,Partick was charged with having 
committed a similar offence on November 19. He pleaded guilty, 
but said that it was his last day in the occupation of the shop, and 
everything was nearly cleared out. All the margarine wrappers were 
done. The Sheriff said that the expenses in these cases were always 
extremely heavy, and being very much averse to them, he kept them 
down as much as possible. In the circumstances he imposed a fine 
of 1s, with 10s. of expenses. 


MARGARINE. 


Edmund Burton, grocer, Cross Cheaping, was summoned at 
Coventry on the 12th inst., for a breach of the Margarine Act. The 
information alleged that defendant did sell margarine by retail to 
‘‘William Henry Clarke, such margarine not being in a package 
branded or durably marked as prescribed by Section 6 of the 
Margarine Act, 1887, and did not deliver such margarine to him in 
or with a paper wrapper on which was printed in capital letters not 
less than a quarter of an inch square ‘ Margarine,’ contrary to the 
Margarine Act.’ Mr. M. Wilks, who defended, raised a technical 
objection to the summons, that it disclosed no offence under the Act, 
but charged him with an offence it did not make in selling margarine 
by retail. William Henry Clarke, Inspector under the Food and 
Drugs Act, stated that on Noy. 21st, he purchased half-pound of 
margarine at defendant’s shop. It was supplied from a dish on a 
counter, which had no wrapper or anything on it. The margarine 
was supplied in the wrapper produced—an ordinary grocer’s wrapper 
with the representation of a wiliow pattern plate and defendant’s 


name and business description, and amongst other wording, ‘‘ Choice | 
Witness could not see when he went into | 
the shop a long printed label at the back of the margarine printed | 
Such label was not at the back of | 


butter and margarine.” 


with the word margarina upon it. 
or attached to the margarine. A stand with several packages of 
margarine upon it was brought into Court with a long tin label bear- 
ing the word ‘‘ Margarine’’ in red capital letters placed on ‘the back. 
Mr. Wilks explained that he appeared for the defendant, instructed 
by the Grocers’ Association, who felt that this was nothing more nor 
less than an attempt to harass unduly a tradesman who was a per- 
fectly honest and straightforward man endeavouring as far as he 
could to do all that the law required of him. He submitted that the 


‘having been pointed out to him he was buying margarine. 





delivery in the special paper was not necessary, and if necessary the 
paper used did comply with the requirements of the Act, because it 
must be coupled with the fact that the purchaser knew that. 
the artisle he was being supplied with was margarine. 
He called the defendant, who stated that the Inspector 
asked for ‘‘half-a-pound of that butter,’ pointing to the 
margarine. Defendant told him it was not butter; it was mar- 
garine at sixpence a pound. Defendant told him that at a shilling 
was pure butter. TheInspector said he would have “half a pound 
of that butter,” pointing again to the margarine. Defendant replied 
‘‘ You can see it is margarine,” and served him. Mr. Wilks pointed 
out that the letters ‘‘ gar ”’ had been covered with some of the mar-. 
garine so he did not know whether Mr. Beard wanted to make out 


_whether the word thus appearing ‘‘ marine’? was a kind of salt 
“butter connected with the ocean. Defendant, in reply to Mr. Beard, 


said the label had formerly had two spikes on it to stick it into the 
margarine, but his boy had broken the spikes off the same morning. 
He had papers marked margarine, which he always used, but the — 
paper he had taken was one of a quantity he had recently pur- — 
chased, and which he understood could be used for either butter or — 
margarine. He was not particular to use the special margarine 
paper, because he thought the Inspector knew that it was margarine 
he was being served with, both from the label on the stand and it 
Mr. 
Wilks mentioned that defendant’s assistant could corroborate, 
but he was not called. The Bench overruled the objection of 
Mr. Wilks as to the informality of the information after hearing Mr. 
Beard in explanation. Upon the case itself they decided that the 
use of the paper prescribed by the Act was necessary, and therefore 
they had no alternative but to convict. Having regard however to 

all the circumstances of the case they would only impose a nominal 

fine of one shilling, and costs 6s. Mr. Wilks took time to consider 
whether he would apply for a case to be stated for @ superior court. 


At the Gloucester Police Court, on the 14th inst., Thomas Martin, 
Alvin Street, Joseph Edwards, butter merchant, 92, Northgate Street, 
William A. Clift, Ryecroft Street, and George Tingle, Sudbrook, were 
charged with infringements of the Margarine Act, 1887. The Town 
Clerk prosecuted, and Mr. Clement Moore defended Martin, Mr. 8. 
Ward (Dudley), Edwards, and Mr. A.C. Champney (Messrs. Champ- 
ney and Long) Clift. 


The first case taken was that against George Tingle, who was 
charged with three things contrary to the Act. The first was with 
selling, to the prejudice of the purchaser, margarine for butter, adul- 
terated to the extent of 72 per cent. with foreign fat; secondly, with 
having neglected to have margarine properly labelled; and, thirdly, 
with not having wrapped it in paper with the word ‘‘ Margarine” on 
it. He pleaded guilty to all three offences. The other defendants 
pleaded guilty to selling margarine without it being duly marked. 


Mr. Blakeway, addressing the Court, said the proceedings were 
taken at the instance of the Sanitary Authority under the Margarine 
Act, 1887. That Act required, for the protection of the public, that 
margarine must be sold as such. Anent the charge to which the 
defendants had pleaded guilty, the, Act required that margarine 
should be sold in wrappers with the word ‘‘ Margarine’’ printed on 
them in not less than a quarter of an inch square. The prosecution 
submitted that the selling of margarine as butter was against the 
interests of the general public, and also unfair to those tradesmen 
who sold the genuine commodity. Mr. Blakeway concluded by call- 
ing the attention of the Bench to the fact that in Clift’s case the: 
addition of foreign fat was 65 per cent., in the case of Tingle 72 per 
cent., Edwards 56, and in that of Martin 67 per cent. 


Mr. Clement Moore, on behalf of his client, said that undoubtedly 
the selling of margarine without a label was a matter of considerable 
public interest, and the selling of margarine for butter was an offence 
which should certainly be put a stop to. His client had been guilty 
of a technical offence, and he hoped their worships would not con- 
sider it other than such. 


Mr. Champney, for his client, said he had advised Mr. Clift to take 
the same course as that adopted by the other defendants. Mrs. Clift 
took half a pound of margarine from a tub containing that commo- 
dity, and forgot to stamp the paper in which it was wrapped with 
the word ‘‘ margarine’’ from a stamp which she used for the pur- 
pose. 


In the case of Edwards, Mr. Blakeway said he had had a consulta- 
tion with Mr. Ward, the solicitor for the defence, who had decided to: 
plead guilty to the charge of adulteration under the Food and Drugs 
Act, and also to selling margarine not delivered in a paper having that 
printed thereon. He would like to inform the Bench that the de- 
fendant had been before the Court under the Food and Drugs Act, 
and had been fined £5 and costs. 


Mr. Ward, in mitigation of the offence, said that the percentage of 
foreign fat in his client’s case was the least of the lot. 


Mr. Taynton said he watched the proceedings on behalf of the 
Dairy Produce Defence Association, who took a great interest in the 
present proceedings, inasmuch as they did all they could to prevent 
margarine being sold for butter. 


The Bench having briefly consulted, the Chairman said the present: 
were important prosecutions. Adulteration was now carried on to such 
an extent in this country, that when a case came before the magis- 
trates they were bound to mark their sense of the matter for the pro- 
tection of the public. The arguments used by the defendants in 
mitigation of the offences were so utterly frivolous that they amounted 
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_ cent. of margarine, at his shop, 128, High-road, Kilburn. 


December’ 24, 1892. 


to nothing. Tingle, Martin, and Clift would be fined £5 and costs, 


_ and be ordered to pay the costs in the charges not gone into; whilst 

_ Edwards, who had been before the Court before, would.be fined £10 

and costs for the adulteration, £5 for selling margarine without 
being duly marked, and have to pay the costs of the other charge. 


‘At the Marylebone Police-court, on the 14th inst., Mr. John 


_ Sainsbury, Bishopsfield, Broadlands-road, Highgate, was summoned 


William H. Edmonds, inspector of nuisances for the parish of 
 $t. John’s, Hampstead, for-selling butter adulterated with 70 per 
Mr. A. F. 
Jennings, solicitor, prosecuted, and Mr. Ricketts, solicitor, defended. 


_ In opening the case Mr. Jennings said, the inspector called at his, 


place of business at Kilburn, on November 7, and asked to be 
supplied with some butter. He went to that portion of ‘the counter 
where if was marked up “pure butter.” He was served by an 
assistant, who placed the article in a paper and put both butter and 
paper into a paper bag. On opening the bag the inspector found 
that the wrapper had the word ‘‘ margarine” printed on it. He 
(Mr. Jennings) was not proceeding under the Margarine Act, which, 
as the magistrate would know, was rather difficult under certain cir- 
cumstances, but was going under the old Food and Drugs Act. He 
contended that the inspector did not receive the article demanded 


_ and paid for, and that therefore the defendant must be convicted. 
_ He called Inspector Edmonds, who said he went into the defendant’s 
_ shop, at 128, High-road, Kilburn, on the day in question, and asked 


5 


_ for half-a-pound of shilling butter.. He was served by an assistant, 


_ who wrapped the article in a paper, which he put into a paper bag, 
q and handed it to him. After having paid the assistant he looked at 


| 


the wrapper inside the bag, and saw on it the word ‘ margarine.” 
He ‘divided it, and explained that he should send a portion to the 
public analyst for analysis. Where he was served there was a ticket 
up, bearing the words ‘ pure butter.’’ Further away and behind the 
counter he saw a ticket with the word ‘‘margarine” on it. Mr. 
Ricketts attempted to prove that the word ‘‘ margarine ’’ appearing 
on the wrapper was a sufficient notification to the purchaser of what 
he was receiving, without the assistant making any statement to 
him. Besides, there was the ticket up over the block from where 
the article was served, and that, it had been held, was sufficient. 
The Magistrate remarked that the assistant had no business to sell 
margarine when butter was asked for, and he recommended the de- 
fendant to take care that that did not occur in the future. Putting 
a ticket up was really of no use. He did not think the defendant 
had any dishonest intention, and he therefore dismissed the sum- 


_ mons; but at the same time he considered it reprehensible to trade 


_ inthe manner the defendant had done in this instance. 


At Bury, Lancashire, on the 15th inst., before Mr. J. Brierley and 


_ other county justices, Messrs. Greenwood and Anderton, trading as 
_ grocers at Kamsbottom, were summoned under the Food and Drugs 


Act for supplying butter which was not of the substance and nature 
demanded by the purchaser ; and they were also summoned for a 


breach of the Margarine Act in not attaching to margarine a label 


_ ¢learly visible to the purchaser. 


The first summons was dismissed, 
the evidence showing that the police-sergeant supplied with the 
mixture was told it was margarine before the purchase was completed. 
In the other case it was shown that the label ‘‘ Margarine” was 
partly covered by some salmon tins, and that over the margarine was 
placed a label bearing the words “Pure butter, 10d.” For the 
defence it was urged that the defendants were short of a margarine 
label, and put up the butter label to show the price only. A fine of 
10s. and costs was imposed. 


’ At Westminster Police Court, on the 19th inst., James Hardeman, 
Chapter Chambers, Chapter Street, was charged with having on the 
@1st ult., sold to Inspector McNair half a pound of butter which on 
being analysed was found to ve margarine containing only traces of 
butter fat. Defendant stated it had been taken from the wrong tub. 
‘Fined 20s., and 12s. 6d. costs. 

Edward Jones, of 4, Moreton Street, was charged at the same court 


with a similar offence. He pleaded guilty, and stated he was not 
aware that the butter was not genuine until a woman that purchased 


- gome from the same tub brought it back to him, when he found it to 


be margarine. The analysis showed the same to be margarine. 
Fined £3 and 12s. 6d. costs. 


Thomas John Haile, 38, Strutton Ground, was charged with a 
similar offence. He w:s defended by Mr. Recketts. Inspector 
MeNair stated that at the time of purchasing the sample, he called 
the defendant’s attention to the fact that it was being purchased for 
the purpose of being analysed by the public analyst. Mr. Recketts 
called the magistrate’s attention to the fact that the Inspector in 
giving his evidence in chief had omitted the word “ public” 
Aanalyst). The magistrate thereupon dismissed the case on this 
stechnicality. 


George White, of Winton, was charged at Bournemouth with sel- 
‘ling a quantity of butter adulterated with fat. He pleaded guilty, 
but urged extenuating circumstances. Detective Inspector Hack said 
-that on October 25th, at 10.30 a.m., he entered defendant’s shop at 
Winton, and asked for a half a poundof butter. The assistant, Miss 
Waller, served him, and charged 64d. The sample was sent to the 
-analyst, who certified that it was adulterated with 85 per cent. of 
foreign fat. The assistant said it was very good butter indeed, and 
gave great satisfaction. Defendant said the offence was committed 
unwittingly. He purchased the butter at the Poole branch of Mr. 
-H. Young’s firm at Andover. He bought three or four lots of Irish 
butter at 104d. per lb., and sold it at 1s.1d. The butter gave general 
;fatisfaction. When the Inspector had taken a sample, he wrote Mr. 
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Young asking if the butter was pure, and received reply, ‘‘ Of course 
it is’ When the summons was served on him, he wrote to Mr. 
Young again, and received a letter stating that Mr. Young was sur- 
prised to hear defendant had been summoned for selling margariné 
for butter. The consignment of butter had been supplied him on 
October 19, and he (Mr. Young) could not but think that a mixture 
kept for confectioners’ use was sent in error by the assistant. He 
wished it had been noticed at the time and returned, for then the 
assistant who put it up could have been traced. He expressed regret 
that defendant was put to annoyance, and trusted the magistrates 
would see it was done purely in error. Mr. H. Trantum (of Willis 
and Trantum, provision merchants) stated that the price defendant 
paid Mr. Young was the current price of pure Irish butter at the date 
of the purchase. He further stated that it was impossible to tell 
margarine from butter unless it was analysed. The Bench convicted, 
the Chairman remarking that they must protect the public from 
adulterated food. They took into consideration the fact that defen- 
dant was deceived in the purchase, and they would therefore only 
fine him £3, including costs. 

. SPIRITS. 


Frederick William King, landlord of the Papermakers’ Arms, 
Loose, Kent, was summoned, on the 7th inst., for selling to Super- 
intendent Holman a pint of gin which was not of the quality de- 
manded. P.C. Russell deposed to going to defendant’s house on 
November 8th and purchasing‘a pint of gin, for which he paid 2s, 
Superintendent Holman divided the gin, and told defendant he should 
send a portion to the public analyst. Superintendent Holman pro- 
duced the certificate of the public analyst, which showed that the 
gin was 38°58 degrees under proof, the legal limit being 35 degrees. 
Defendant said the vent peg of the bottle from which the gin was 
served was allowed to be left out, and this would cause the spirts to 
lose strength. A fine of £1 and 10s. costs was imposed. 


At Pontefract, on the 10th inst., William Bennett, landlord of thé 
Station Hotel, Castleford, was summoned by Mr. W. H. Wilson, of 
Pontefract, an inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, charged 
with having sold a pint of adulterated rum on the 7th November. 
Defendant pleaded his wife had put the rum in the wrong cask, and 
in which wine had before been placed. To pay 18s. 9d., including 
costs. George Martin Atkinson, of the Commercial Inn, Castleford, 
was charged with having sold adulterated rum and Irish whiskey on 
the 7th Nov. Defendant pleaded he had no knowledge that the 


spirits were not according to the proper standard proof. To pay 
£1 16s. 
Edward Peach, of Caldecott, was summoned at the Sleaford 


Petty Sessions, on the 8th inst., for selling whiskey adulterated 
with 31 per cent. of water. Defendant said he was not aware it 
was adulterated above 25 percent. Fined £1 10s. including costs. 
Rowland Thorne, for selling gin adulterated with 46 per cent. water 
was fined £2, including costs. Alexander Galletly, Uppingham, for 
selling gin adulterated with 40 per cent. of water, was fined £1, in- 
cluding costs. 


At Durham, Mr. Wilson was charged with having sold gin adulter- 
ated with 4:70 per cent. too much water and was fined 2s. 6d. and 
costs. Thomas Smith, for selling whiskey containing 9:28 per cent. 
too much water, was fined 5s. and costs. Edward Patrick, was 
charged with selling rum adulterated with 13:20 per cent. too much 
water, and was fined 10s. and costs. Mr. B. Scott Elder, Chief In- 
spector for Durham County, conducted the cases, and George; Wilson, - 
his assistant, proved the purchase. 


BEER. 


At the South West London Police Court, on the 19th inst., Charles 
Eaton, of the Foresters’ Arms beerhouse, Nine Elms Lane, Wands- 
worth Road, was summoned at the instance of the Excise 
authorities for having diluted beer. Mr. Squire prosecuted, and 
Mr. W. H. Armstrong, solicitor, of Renfrew Road, defended. The 
evidence showed the dilution to be equal to the addition of two 
gallons of water to the barrel. Mr. Hopkins ordered the defendant 
to pay afine of £7 10s. 


At Westminster, on the 17th inst., George Young, landlord of the 
Antelope public-house, 22, Eaton-terrace, S.W., was summoned by 
the Excise for selling beer adulterated with water. Counsel for the 
Inland Revenue authorities said that this was a bad case, as the 
addition of water to a barrel of ale amounted to no less than four 
gallons. Mr. T. D. Dutton, for the defendant, pleaded guilty. In 
extenuation, he desired to say that Mr. Young left his house in 
charge of his brother, whose experience of the bar was not so great 
as his knowledge of the cellar. Consequently, through his neglect in 
not having a defective tap remedied some water ran over into the 
receptacle which drained off ‘‘the waste.’ Mr. de Rutzen said he 
could not understand what “the waste”—that is, the drippings of 
pots and glasses—had to do with a barrel of ale on draught. He 
fined the defendant £20. 

LARD. 


* At Folkestone Police Court, on the 10th inst., Mr. Frank Goreley, 
grocer, Dove Road, Folkestone, was summoned under the Food and 
Drugs Act, for selling adulterated lard. Inspector Pearson deposed 
to purchasing the lard from defendant’s shop, and produced the 
analyst’s certificate, which showed it to be adulterated with 27 per 
cent. of oil and fat. Defendant said the offence was an oversight, 
and contended that his customers were aware that they could not 
buy pure lard for sixpence a pound. He further stated that the lard 
in question was not labelled. A fine of £1 and £1 12s., costs was in- 


flicted. 
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COFFEE. 


At Houghton-le-Spring Petty Sessions, on the 8th inst., Michael 
Stokoe, grocer, who was represented by Mr. Stokoe, solicitor, pleaded 
guilty to a charge of selling coffee which contained 60 per cent. of 
chicory. Mr. Stokoe said his father always took care to get the best 
articles for sale, and in the present. case the quality of coffee and 
chicory was of the best. The Magistrates clerk :. It is not the quality 
the bench are to deal with. It is the quantity of adulteration. Mr. 
B. 8. Elder, inspector under the Food and, Drugs Act, who prosecu- 
ted, admitted that what he purchased from defendant was sold in a 
paper which stated that it was sold as a ‘mixture of chicory and 
coffee,’’ but stated that the label was no protection when the foreign 
ingredient was added to such an excessive degree. Mr. Stokoe said 
there was no intention of fraudulent dealing by his father. The 
bench thought there had been carelessness on the part of defendant, 
and fined him 10s. and costs. 


TINCTURE OF RHUBARB. 


At the Stamford Petty Sessions on the 9th inst., Silas Robinson, 
druggist, St. Mary’s-street, was charged with selling, to the prejudice 
of inspector Clarke, on September 12th, a quantity of tincture of 
rhubarb which was deficient in the extractives of rhubard and saffron, 
and was not of the nature and quality demanded. Mr. Atter 
defended. Police-Sergeant Dain said that'on September 12th he 
called at Mr. Robinson’s shop, and asked the assistant, named Fan- 
court, for 60z. of tincture of rhubarb. The assistant supplied him 
with it, and witness paid him 1s. 6d. and handed him a notice in- 
forming him that the tincture was for the purpose of analysis. 
Witness then handed the bottle to inspector Clarke, who came into 
the shop at the time. He (witness) had not a copy of the notice. 
Inspector Clarke, the inspector appointed under the Food and Drugs 
Act by the Kesteven County Council, said he instructed. Police-Ser- 
geant Dain to visit Mr. Robinson’s shop, and almost immediately he 
followed the sergeant into the shop. He stood at the door and saw 
the sergeant deliver a notice to the assistant. Inspector Clarke was 
about to produce a copy of the notice, when Mr. Atter objected, first, 
on the ground that Inspector Clarke was not the purchaser, and 
secondly, on the ground that no document is evidence until notice to 
produce the original had been given to the accused. Inspector 
Clarke said that when he went into the shop he asked Fancourt if 
he had received a notice stating that the sample was to be sent to 
the public analyst, and Fancourt replied, ‘‘ Yes.” The Bench ad- 
journed the case in order to give Inspector Clarke an opportnity of 
calling upon defendant to produce the original notice. Mr. Atter said 
that this should have been done before. He asked that 10s. 6d. be 
allowed to defendant as solicitor’s fee. The Bench acquiesced, 


OLIVE OIL. 


Before the Bournemouth magistrates, Mr. William Roberts, gro- 
cer, Springbourne, was charged with selling adulterated olive oil, 
Detective-inspector Hack said on October 24th he visited defendant’s 
shop and bought a flask of olive oil for 6d. from the defendant’s son. 
He told the young man he should divide it into three parts, and he 
subsequently gavethe defendant one part,produced a second, and sent 
a third to the public analyst. The official report showed that the 
oil was adulterated with 75 per cent: of cottonseed oil. By Mr. 
French: Defendant did not say he never kept olive oil. His orders 
were to purchase the commoner articles of food used by the poorer 
classes. He had bought a flask of olive oil for 6d. before. Police 
Sergeant Silver said he heard defendant’s son say they only sold olive 
oil in flasks. Mr. French, for defendant, said in the neighbourhood 
of Springbourne there was no demand for olive oil, and the defendant 
did not keep it. Defendant’s son told the detective that he did not 
sell olive oil, but flask oil. William Thresher Roberts and Frederick 
Thomas Lodge bore out this opening statement, the latter adding 
that he understood distinctly that the oil was not olive oil. He often 
purchased it for his machine. The Bench said they had given this 
case their grave consideration, and they convicted. It was a most 
serious offence to sell adulterated food. There was nothing more 
serious. Whatever the class of drugs or food sold, they should be 
pure for the public. Whether aman be rich or poor, he was entitled 
to have the best article in the market. They convicted, and imposed 
a fine, including costs, of £5. The penalty was £3 13s. 6d., and 
costs £1 6s. 6d. They trusted that would be a lesson to those who 
sold oil to sell it pure. Mr. French asked the Bench to state a case, 
if necessary. The Bench said there was no point of law involved. 


MILK. 


At the Croydon Borough Police Court on the 13th inst. James 
Parsons, a farmer, of South Cheriton, near Bath, Somersetshire, ap - 
peared to a summons charging him with sending to Croydon for 
purposes of retail milk containing 15 per cent. of added water. Mr. 
G. M. Elborough, the Town Clerk, who prosecuted, said the defen- 
dant entered into an agreement with Messrs. Freeth and Pocock, 
very large purveyors of milk, to supply them with a certain quantity 
of the genuine article, but in consequence of what came to the notice 
of the consignees a sample of the milk which arrived at East Croyden 
on November 15 was analysed, and found to contain 15 per cent. of 
added water. Evidence having been given, the defendant explained 


that owing to the scarcity of feed for cattle at this time of the year | 


he had been obliged to give his cows straw and mangold wurzel, as it 
‘was not in his power to get cake for them. The result was that the 
milk was very poor. Being reminded that that would not account 
for the added water, the defendant said if there was any water in the 
milk he would explain that sometimes after the churns were scalded 
out they smelt very strongly, and the men would put a little spring 





water in them. Perhaps in this instance they forgot to empty the 
water out before putting the milk in, The Town Clerk pointed out 


that in that case the people who consumed the milk ran some risk, — 


as it was doubtful whether the water used was fresh and pure. The 
Bench would quite recognise that it was necessary to protect the 
public against the wholesale as well as the retail dealers. Dr. 


Thompson told the defendant that the magistrates were determined — 


to put a stop to this adulteration of milk, which was cheating the- 
public as well as endangering their lives. He would be fined £3 and 
costs. 


At Harwich, on the 13th inst., Robert Swinbourn Cole, of Great. 
Oakley, was charged by Inspector Fulcher with selling adulterated) 
milk on the 16th of November.. Defendant did not appear. 
Inspector Fulcher stated that on November 16th, he purchased 
a pint and a half of milk, for which he paid 3d. He then 
divided it into three parts, giving one to the man in charge 
of the cart, and telling him that the milk would be analysed 
by the public analyst of the county. On the following Thursday 
witness took the sample up to London to Mr. Pooley, the public 
analyst, anlon the 2nd December he received a letter from Mr. 
Pooley stating that the milk contained 10 per cent.‘of added water. 
There had been four convictions against the defendant, who had not 
appeared at any occasion. At the last occasion the magistrates said 
if the defendant appeared again he would be fined the full maximum 
penalty. Mr. Fulcher then shewed the Magistrates a letter that he 
had received from Mr. Cole, which the Magistrates said was insult- 
ing. They then fined the defendant the full penalty of £20. 


Henry Howes was charged with a similar offence. Inspector 
Fulcher stated that on the 16th of November he went into Howes’ 
shop and purchased a pint and a half of milk, for which he paid 3d. 
He then told Howes that he should have it analysed by the public 
analyst for the county. He divided it into three parts, giving one 
part to Howes, and one part he took up to London on the 17th 
November. On the 2nd of November he received a letter from the 
analyst stating that the milk contained 6 per cent. of added water. 
Howes said he received the milk every morning from Mr. Cole at the 
Redoubt Corner, and from there he went on his round. The Magis- 
trates dismissed the case, saying that to convict would be like 
punishing an innocent man. Cole was guilty of both cases, and they 
thought the full penalty covered the whole. 


At the Newton Petty Sessions on the 13th inst., Daniel Williams, 
of East-street, Newton Abbott, was summoned for selling adul- 
terated milk, on November 19th. Evidence was given by Sergeant 
Tucker, who purchased the milk, and Superintendent Barbor 
(Inspector under the Food and Drugs Act) who sent a sample to the 
Public Analyst. The Analyst certified that the milk had been de- 
prived of milk fat to the extent of 24 per cent. and about 2 per cent. 
of water added. Mr. Hutchings said that, while the defendant 


pleaded guilty, he desired him to explain the way in which he got — 


the milk. He had no cows, and the milk was brought in by a rela- 
tion, who gathered it from four or five different people. He believed. 
he was correct in saying that this person brought in the milk on that. 
particular morning, and a sample was taken out of one can and: 
found to be all right. The sample which had been analysed must 

have been taken from other cans. Consequently, although the de- 

fendant pleaded guilty to thesale of the milk, he most emphatically 

asserted that the adulteration did not take place at his hands. The 

Chairman said they were quite willing to accept Mr. Hutchings’s: 
explanation, but the public must be protected, and they had decided 
to inflict a fine of £2 inclusive, or 14 days’ imprisonment in default. 

The money was paid. 


At Bow Street Police Court, on the 9th inst., Mr. T. F. Strutt, 
Sanitary Inspector, Strand District, summoned Charles Jenkins, 19, 
Sardinia Street, for selling milk containing 10 per cent. of added water. 
Fined 10s. and costs. 


Annie Hayes, 17, Sardinia Street, was summoned for vending milk 
having 17 per cent. of added water. She alleged that she purchased the 
milk from the previous defendant, Jenkins. SirJohn Bridge imposed 
costs only, 12s. 6d. 


John Butterworth, 7, Russell Street, Covent Garden, for selling — 


milk with 15 per cent. added water, was fined 20s. and costs. 


Henry Bourne and Henry Robertson were summoned on the 10th 
inst., at Kidderminster, by Mr. J. T. Cowderoy for selling milk which 
had been adulterated by the addition of water. Mr. J. Morton, the 
Town Clerk, appeared to prosecute, and Mr. A.S. Thursfield defended 
in each case. In the case of Bourne, it was stated that there was 
15 per cent. of added water, and in the second case 23 per cent. of 
added water. The milk was taken by Mr. Cowderoy from the men on 
the same morning, and it was suggested that as it was a rainy morn- 
ing the water had got into the milk cans while the lids were re- 
moved. ‘The milk was obtained by the defendants from Mr. A. 
Lloyd, of Hurcott Road, and each defendant declared that he had not 
added water to the milk. The Mayor said it was a matter of the 
greatest importance that the food of the people should be kept free 
from adulteration. Each defendant was fined 20s. and costs, amount- 
ing in each case to £2 16. 


Edward Hughes, of 27, Lower Kennington Lane, was summoned 


| at Lambeth, on the 9th inst., by Inspector Wiggs, on behalf of the 


Lambeth Vestry, for having sold milk containing 10 per cent. of 
added water. be defendant admitted the offence, and was fined 
5s., and 12s. 6d. costs.. Thomas Jones, of Auckland Street, Vaux- 
hall, was also summoned for selling milk containing 22 per cent. of 
added water, and was fined 20s. and 12s. 6d. costs. 
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tions necessary to become members or associates. 
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CERTIFICATED SANITARY INSPECTORS. 


The increasing importance of questions affecting the public 
health, and the administration of the Acts of Parliament in- 
tended to bring about the prevention of disease, have demanded 
of the inspectors appointed to look after the welfare of the pub- 
lic a higher order of intelligence and knowledge than was re- 


quired of the old nuisance inspectors of pre-County Council 


times. The Sanitary Institute has seized the opportunity to 
stimulate sanitary inspectors to acquire such an amount of tech- 
nical and scientific knowledge as would enable them better to 
understand and apply the principles of hygiene, by instituting 
a test examination upon which certificates are issued to those 
who pass the examination. The principal objects of the Insti- 
tute are stated to be: (1) the raising of the status of certificated 
sanitary inspectors ; (2) the advancement of sanitary science ; 
(3) the dissemination of sanitary knowledge among its mem- 
bers and the general public; (4) the rendering of practical 
assistance and encouragement to those holding appointments as 
sanitary inspectors but who have not yet obtained the qualifica- 
The value of 
this institution is so much appreciated that the possession of the 
certificate is made a condition by some of the most important 
local authorities, like the Plymouth Town Council, in the 
appointment of inspectors. 


Coitman’s Mustarp. 


Mr. G. Bryant, of Spaxton, Bridgwater, seems to have been 
much exercised by the comments which appeared in this journal 
on the abortive prosecution of a Bristol grocer for selling Col- 
man’s Condiment, to which Mr, Bryant’s attention seems to have 
been called by a correspondent of the Bridgwater Independent. 
Mr. Bryant undertakes to instruct us on points of law and pro- 
cedure under the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts. He says: 

“The Local Government Board, as everyone should know (even 
the editor of Foon, Drucs anp Drinx and the editor of the Indepen- 
dent) is the authority constituted by Government to deal with these 
very questions and carry out this iniquitous Act of Parliament.” 

“Everyone” does not know what Mr. Bryant knows; but 
what everyone else does know that the authority constituted by 
Government to carry out this “ iniquitous ” Act is not the Local 
Government Board but the local authority. The Local Govern- 
ment Board has no power to enforce the Act, the initi-tive rest- 
ing upon the vestry, town council, joint standing committee, 
Local Board, or rural sanitary authority, as the case may be. 
All that the Local Government Board can do is to call the atten- 
tion of the local authority to the Act, and so powerless is it to 
enforce prosecutions, that although certain notorions town coun- 
cils have been pilloricd year after year in the President’s annual 
report, they still neglect to put the Actsin operation. The 


_ equally silly remark of Mr. Bryant that pure mustard “is sel- 


dom used as an article for seasoning food, first on account of its 
great tendency to decompose, and secondly because of its un- 
pleasant bitter taste,” is amply contradicted by the Chairman of 
the Federation General Purposes Committee of the Grocers’ 
Federation, who says: “ Having had the pure mustard on my 
own table for many years, I do not find these statements (that it 
turns black and is so hot that it cannot be eaten) borne out by my 
personal experience.” Mr. Bryant is further contradicted by Mr. 
L. J. Tillett, the barrister who defended Messrs. Colman at 
Bristol, who now has come forward to admit that his statements 
at the hearing of the prosecution were “‘ too extreme” when he 
declared that pure mustard could not be eaten. Some of the 
most representative men in the trade have written in sudport of 
Mr. Grice’s remarks and in repudiation of the statement of 
Messrs. Colman’s barrister. We have only taken notice of the 
ignorant remarks of Mr. Bryant to prevent any of his fellow- 
tradesmen from being misled by them on similar sophistries. 





TUNBRIDGE W8LLS AND ADULTERATION. 

On every side more activity is being manifested in the working 
of the Food and Drugs Acts, showing that the crusade we began 
a few months ago is having a beneficial effect. Tunbridge Wells 
is the latest town we congratulate. At their last meeting the 
Health Committee reported having considered the question of 
putting into force the provisions of the Food and Drugs Acts in 
the Borough, and they recommended that the inspector of 
nuisances be authorised to purchase samples of various articles of 
food from time to time, and submit them to the Public Analyst. 
Mr. Strange thought the report was all very well, but he should 
like to see samples of drink taken. He was not a teetotaller, 
and therefore he was interested in the quality of the drink supply. 
Mr. Alderman Barton replied that the analyst had already taken 
samples of whiskey. Mr. Alderman Robb having promised that 
Mr. Strange’s suggestion should have the consideration of the 
Committee, the report was adopted, the Town Clerk in answer 
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to @ question, saying the Act empowered an analysis of drinks 
supplied to the public. We hope the Acts will be vigorously 
enforced, and that the magistrates will inflict such penalties in 
cases of fraud as will not only deter offenders, but make the Act 
self-supporting. We do not notice that any increase of salary 
has been given to the Inspector for the extra work. A pure | 
food supply is of the greatest public importance, and as a 
rigorous enforcement of the Acts will result in a great saving to 
the public, the Tunbridge Wells Corporation should recognise 
that good service should be fairly well paid for. 





THe Market Drayton Persury Prosecution Fats. 

In our issue of the 10th we reported the case of P.C. Austin, 
Whitchurch, committed for trial at the assizes for perjury. Mr. 
Justice Day tried the case at the Shropshire Assizes last week. 
Mr. Jones, who prosecuted, repeated his story that his wife 
served P.C. Austin with the coffee in two-ounce packets plainly 
labelled as a mixture, and that Austin cut the wrappers himself 
before dividing it, and paid 8d. instead of 10d. as stated. The 
jury found a verdict of * not guilty ” for the constable. 





CO-OPERATIVE STORES AND DIsHONEST WEIGHTS. 

Country co-operative stores have gained a merited reputation 
as being the very meanest of employers, and as offering to their 
customers benefits more illusory than real. When there is added 
to that the fact that their buying committees are usually com- 
posed of members who work in factories, &c.,and have no know- 
ledge whatever of the qualities or merits of the articles they 
purchase, the opportunities for fraud are many. Recently several 
cases of swindling on the part of such co-operative societies have 
come to our notice, and we would be glad to see Inspectors pay 
the stores more frequent visits. 





Inspector of Meters of Bromley, has recently been visiting the 
Penge Co-operative Society, and found a weighing machine in a 
position not readily seen by the purchaser, which was seven 
drachms in favour of the Co-operative Society. The so-called 
co-operation of to-day has departed very far from the noble 
ideals of Neale, Holyoake, Kingsley, and Hughes, when mean 
frauds of this kind are practiced. 





THE WEIGHING OF PAPER WITH GROCERIES. 

One argument in favour of the weighing of the paper with sugar 
is that the folly of “ cutting ” grocers who sell sugar at less than 
its cost price has made the selling of sugar universally unprofit- 
able to the retailer, and not only is the hard worked grocer 
forced by the pressure of competition to sell that article without 
a profit or let his trade gradually leave him, but the very paper 
in which the article is wrapped costs more than the sugar itself. 
The decision in the Wolverhampton case is therefore one that 
equity warranted. But the danger of allowing paper to be 
weighed with articles purchased is one surrounded with grave 
difficulties, Tea, coffee, pepper, mustard and numerous other 
articles cost generally from four to eight times as much as the 
paper enwrapping them, and if the paper be weighed with these 
articles without a proportionate overdraft, the proceeding would 
obviously be to the injury cf the purchaser. The case'at West- 
minster Police Court on the 15th inst., which Mr. De Rutzen ad- 
journed for further consideration, is one of an important charac- 
ter to the public and to grocers. We report it in another 
column. 





Rupsisoy TEA. 

We have received a great many letters in reference to the 
practices of some large tea dealers who advertise “the finest 
tea the world produces at 1s. 7d. per lb.” We have also had 
several samples sent to us for analysis, We would ask our cor- 
respondents to possess their souls in patience for another week. 
Woe are now analysing the much advertised substances—not 
alone from samples sent us by the correspondents, which we could 
not of course accept as being undoubtedly same as sold by the 
advertising firms, but from specially purchased samples, and 
shall publish the results in the course of a fortnight. It will be 
the fault of the retail grocers themselves, if they do not check 
the career of the misleading advertisers, as we can promise them 
that our exposures will be full, accurate, and astonishing. 





TrapE Esprit DE Corps. 

It is to be regretted that trades entirely distinct, will insist 
on meddling in each others business. Thus the grocer sells beer 
and spirits, to retaliate upon the publican, who sells tea. The 
chemist encroaches on the grocer’s province by vending tea. 
The grocer retaliates again, by selling medicines. This state of 
things is equally disgraceful all round, and the sooner each 
trade learns to respect itself sufficiently to combine to stop such 
practices, the better for all concerned. 
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Tue Patent Mepicrne ScanpDALs 


How much longer will our Government, for the sake of a paltry 
£200,000 per year, allow the public to be robbed and injured by 
the charlatans who have reaped colossal fortunes out of the sale 
of so-called patent medicines? Other,countries manifest some 
sense in dealing with the quacks, but in England they have it 
all their own way. The newspapers vie with each other in 
securing the always fraudulent and in many cases indecent ad- 
vertisements, the religious papers being strangely enough the 
worst offenders as regards the latter class of advertisements. 


Tue Composition oF Hoitoway’s PILLs AND OINTMENT. 

Our able contemporary, Hygiene, has been hammering at this 
question for some time, and in a slashing article on the Holloway 
quack nostrums, it gives the following analysis of 144 pills :— 
Aloes 62 grains; rhubarb 27 grains; saffron 3 grains; glauber’s 
salt 3 grains; pepper 7 grains, The Ointment contains in 159 
parts :—Olive oil 623; lard 50; resin25; white wax 124; yellow 
wax 3; turpentine 3; spermaceti 3. Of course no one but a 
born idiot would believe that such mixtures could cure the ail- 
ments they claim to be patent remedies for, but such idiots 
exist in thousands. We recently came across the case of a young 
man, who, gulled by a specious pamphlet, had taken over thirty 
shillings worth of the pills as a cure for a contagious disease. How 
long, we may well ask, are the public to be humbugged by this 
trafic? They believe the “stamp” is a warranty that the pre- 
paration is a patent secret medicine, and herein the Government 
is responsible, because for the sake of the £200,000 or so yearly 
revenue, they tacitly encourage the fraud. The quack doctor 
who received eighteen months imprisonment at Liverpool a 
fortnight ago for defrauding the public,is surely nct more 
culpable than the scores of persons who issue lying pamphlets, 
and vend trash worth fourpence or so per pound at puices of 
twenty or thirty shillings per pound. 


Wuat Somerset House Mitk Stanparps Cost DAIRY 
FARMERS. 


Tire Wolverhampton Express and Star, says :— 


“ Ttis computed that between twenty aud thirty thousand additional 
cows would be required if pure milk only were sold in London. 
Londoners are stated, on the authority of the Local Government 
Board, to pay between sixty and seventy thousand pounds a year for 
water sold under the name of milk. In one district alone the milk- 
men were reported by the analyst as receiving between seven and 
eight thousand pounds a year in that way. What a source of profit 
the milk trade—or shall we say, alleged milk—must be to some 
individuals.” 


SKIMMED CONDENSED MILK. 

Our Contemporary, The Hospital, is preaching a crusade 
against skimmed and separated milks for infants’ food. It tells 
its readers, as we have already told the,readers of Food, Drugs 
and Drink, in plainer language, that 

‘« Milk deprived of its fat and butter ig not milk. Such milk isa 
fraud, and a wicked and cruel one, It is a fraud upon helpless babies, 
growing children, and sick persons of all ages, Do not buy ‘ skimmed’ 
or ‘separated’ milk on any terms. Buy milk, either fresh or con- 
densed, exactly as it was drawn from the cow, and if it be too rich 
you can ‘water’ it down for yourself.” 


A Warnine to Foop Inspecrors. 

Another case has occurred in which a prosecution for adultera- 
tion has been nullified in consequence of a technical flaw in the 
manner of the prosecution. An inspector of the Westminster 
Vestry summoned a trader for selling margarine as butter. It 
transpired in evidence that when the inspector took the sample, 
he stated that it was for the purposes of analysing, but he 
omitted to add the words “ by the public analyst.” ‘The defen- 
dant’s solicitor raised a technical objection, and the magistrate 
allowed it, and dismissed the summons. Such cases as these 
show the absolute necessity for care and circumspection in carry- 
ing out the terms of the Sale of Food and Drugs Acts. Magis- 
trates often sympathetic we are afraid with the wrong doers, are 
only too ready to seiza upon technical and clerical omissions to 
invalidate a summons for adulteration. 











; NOTICE” 





Tue Editors beg to thank the many Public Analysts, Medical 
Officers of Health, Sanitary Inspectors, and Inspectors under 
the Food and Drugs Acts, who have sent reports, notes of cases, 
and written approving of the objects of Foop, Drucs anp 
Drink, and will be glad if Public Analysts and Medical Officers 
of Health generally will oblige by sending regularly their reports, 
and such cases of importance as occur in their districts. 


December 24, 18925 
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CaRr.y.e said that the greatest fool must exist somewhere, 
and by a parity of reasoning we suppose the most extraordinary 
sheriff must also exist. We must confess that as regards this 
particular sheriff’s existence we feel very like Talleyrand—nous 
n’en voyons pas la-necessité. If such fearful assaulters of sense 
and law must tread the earth, itis a matter demanding grave 


consideration whether they should sit on the bench to the public — 


detriment, or do society a service by consenting to be properly 
and conscientiously stuffed. Personally we know little of Scotch 
sheriffs, but if they areall like Mr. Sheriff Mair we cannot for 
the life of us see that they are doing any public service by 
avoiding the attentions of a skilled taxidermist. Thus treated 
they might serve a useful purpose by being taken throughout the 
country from chemical laboratory to chemical laboratory, to 
afford analysts a glimpse of. the fearful and wonderful objects 
that may sit in judgment on their certificates. But Mr. Sheriff 
Mair shall explain himself. His words shall neither be washed, 
dressed, nor put into clean English. We shall allow him to write 
himself down as his own town’s journal, the Airdrie Advertiser, 
has done ; and analysts, food inspectors, and the public generally 
can form their own opinions thereon. 

Mr. Thomas Forsyth, Procurator-Fiscal for the Burgh of Airdrie, 
brought two prosecutions under the Food and Drugs Act at the in- 


stance of the Sanitary Inspector, in the Sheriff’s Chambers, before _ 


Sheriff Mair. The first was against John Robb, dairyman, 70; 
High Street, who was charged with having on the 31st October last 
sold threepence worth of sweet milk from his cart in Victoria Place, 
which milk contained 7 per cent, of added water. There was a large 
attendance of parties interested. 

Mr. J. J. M’Murdo appeared for Mr. Robb, who denied the 
charge. 

aaah ee Bort, assistant sanitary inspector, stated that by 
arrangement with the inspector he proceeded to Academy Place and 
there met defendant and his milk cart. He asked for threepence 
worth of sweet milk, and was supplied. He told defender to put it 
into the can that was upon the cart, .as he was to submit it to the 
public analyst for analysis. He did so, and witness stood aside all 
the time. He then had the milk put into three bottles, one of which 
he gave to defender, one for the analyst, and one which he kept for 
himself. The latter he now produced. He took the other to the 
analyst that day. 


Mr. M’Murpo objected to the analyst’s report being put in, as - 


the analyst was not cited. 
Mr. Forsyrn replied that it was provided by the Act that the 
defender should cite the analyst if he intended to question his cer- 
tificate. 
The Snerirr admitted the report, which was addressed to the 
Airdrie Police Commissioners, and was read as follows: 


‘¢T, the undersigned, public analyst for the Burgh of Airdrie, do 
hereby certify that I received on the 31st day of October, 1892, from 
your Inspector, a sample of sweet milk for analysis, and have 
analysed the same, and declare the result of my analysis to be as 
follows: I am of opinion that the said sample is mixed with at 
least 7 per cent. of added water. Observations—The sample was 
fresh when received, and no change had taken place in the constitu- 
tion of the article that would interfere with the analysis. As witness 
this 15th day of November, 1892. 

‘James M. Mruz, 


(Sed.) 
Ph.D., F.1.C., F.I. Inst.” 


Cross-examined, Captain Burt said he paid for the milk out of the 
burgh funds. He went in with it to Dr. Milne with the 3 o’clock 
train. He could not say when it was analysed. 

The Suerirr: You will notice that the analyst had it in his own 
hands for a whole fortnight. 
I must say. 

Mr. Forsyru pointed out that that was the date of the certificate, 
not of the analysis, and that it was the form of certificate required 
by the statute. He had made special enquiry as to whether the 
analyst should give the different constituents of his analysis, but he 
found that that was not necessary. 

By the Suerirr: There have been a number of complaints by the 
inhabitants of milk being adulterated. 

SeRGEANT JoHN Conus gave corroborative evidence. 

Defender was examined in defence, and stated that he had got the 
milk at Rochsolloch Farm, and he denied that any water had been 
added to it. 

In reply to the Sheriff, defendant said he had tested the milk with 
his own tester, and found that it stood correct. 

Mr. Forsyru: I would like to, know what sort of tester this is. 

The Suerirr: Perhaps it is a good a test as the analysts. 

Mr. I'orsyrH: What was the percentage of water which you found 
in the milk? Defender: I don’t know. (Laughter.) 

Mr. Forsyra: You found no percentage of water at all? No; it 
stood as milk.” (Laughter.) 

Mr. Forsyru: hen this could not have been an accurate test, ag 
water is a large constituent part of all milk. 

The Suerrrr ordered the tester to be sent for, and afterwards 
examined it. 

Wiu14Mm Ross, farmer, Rochsolloch, said that no water whatever 
had been put in the milk at the farm. ’ 


It is not a very satisfactory certificate, 
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Cross-examined: The milk was not all of the same quality. It 
was often thin on account of the softness of the cows’ food, such as 
4urnips. 

By Mr. M’Morpo: His brother who sold the milk said he had 
‘always found it of good quality. 

* The Suertrr: May I take it from you, Mr. M’Murdo, that you had 
no objection to the milk? (Laughter.) I know I get it, and had no 
‘objection to it. ’ 

Several other witnesses were heard as to defender’s reputation as 
@ milkman, and the decision was delayed till evidence was heard in 
‘the other case. 

Henry Stanfield, dairyman, Hallcraig Street, was then charged 

with the same offence, the allegation in his case being that the milk 
contained 154 per cent. of added water, and similar evidence was 
given, the analyst’s certificate being in precisely the same form. 
Mr. J. M. Macfarlane conducted the defence. Several letters were 
oo from defender’s customers upholding the quality of his 
milk. 
The agents then addressed the Court. Mr.-Forsyth maintained 
that a conviction must follow the analyst’s certificate, which was 
thoroughly in compliance with the Act of Parliament, and was em- 
phatic evidence that water had been added to the milk. The defen- 
ders had not explained away the ‘“‘ added water” of the certificate. 
Their defence had been a denial, and this alone could not stand. He 
teferred the Sheriff to a case lately on all fours with the present, 
where the Sheriff had convicted for 74 per cent. of added water. 

Mr. M’Murdo and Mr. Macfarlane both maintained the certificate 

could not stand, and asked for dismissal. 
_ Sheriff Marr, in giving judgment, said the charge was a serious 
one, because it charged the parties deliberately with defrauding the 
public by putting water into the milk. He must therefore deal with 
it seriously, and the first question was whether this certificate by the 
public analyst was a satisfactory one. He took leave to say, with 
all respect to the public analyst, that it was not a satisfactory one, 
and that for two reasons. He did not mean to say that it was notin 
‘compliance with the statute, but he said it was not a satisfactory 
certificate (1) because it appeared that the milk was handed to the 
analyst on the 31st of October, while his report was dated 15th 
November. If he was to deal with the certificate strictly he must 
hold that the analysis was made upon the 15th November, and if 
that were so, one could not tell what change might have been made 
upon the milk from 31st October to 15th November. It might have 
been sufficient to account for the water said to be in the milk. 

Mr. ForsytH remarked that the certificate bore that there was no 

change on the milk. 
' The Suerirr: But I hold that the milk was analysed on the 15th 
November, according to the certificate. His Lordship went on to 
‘say that, dealing with the certificate as it stood, and assuming that 
it was in compliance with the Act of Parliament, the next question 
was whether it was to be held against any_amount of evidence that 
might be led by the parties charged. 

Mr. Forsytu said he did not take that view. 

The Suerirr said he was glad of that. The next question was 
whether it was not possible the analyst may have made a mistake 
in his analysis. He had come to the conclusion that he had done 
so, and also that that the evidence on the other side was irresistible 
He dealt with it in the ordinary way asa case of evidence, holding 
that no water had been added to the milk. He therefore held that 
the complaints had not been proved. 

Mr. ForsyrH intimated that he might have to ask the Sheriff to 
state a case for the High Court, but he would lay the matter before 
the Local Authority for their instruction. 


FOOD PROSECUTIONS. 


HERRINGS. 
At the Newcastle Police Court on the 9th inst., James Bewley, and 
W. E. Bewley, fish merchants, Close, Newcastle, was summoned on 








_a charge of having in their possession for the purpose of sale, several 


boxes of herrings unfit for human food. Mr. Holmes, of the Town 
Clerk’s Office, prosecuted, and Mr. Clark defended. Inspector Thomas 


_ Dodds, said he was on the Quay on the 17th ult., and saw several 


ee 


boxes of fish. He ascertained that they were consigned to the 
Bewleys, and he spoke to the defendant Joseph about them. Bewley 
said they would not be allowed to leave the warehouse. He after- 
wards saw the defendant William, who said the fish were all right, 
and his brother was in the town trying to sell them. William 
Hedley, inspector of nuisances, said he examined the fish on the 18th 
inst., which had a most horrible smell. He told Bewley that they 
were not fit for sale, and he replied that he thought that was a mis- 
take, but added that if they were bad he would have them sent to 
South Shields and sold for manure. Dr. Armstrong said he had 
seen the fish, and they were unfit for food. Mr. Clark, for the de- 
fence, did not deny that the fish were bad, but contended that there 
was ro case against the defendants. The Bewleys received the fish 
from the Continent, and sold them on approval. A few boxes were 
opened as samples, but if the other boxes did not come up to the 
samples, or if they were unfit for food, the customers had simply to 
return them, and they would be sold for manure. It was not the 
slightest benefit to the Bewleys to sell bad fish, for they only had 
their commission, and the fish was simply exposed for sale on 
approval, Mrs. Patterson and Thomas Lumsden, fish curers, both 


i i d t to be | : 
spoke to the terms of sale, and said that if anv fish turned out to be | duoted, bette fis ward phesgoric.— Cours truly, 


bad they would be returned. The bench fined the defendant 10s. 
and costs. Mr. Clark asked the Bench to state a case with a view to 
aa appeal being made on the facts, to which the magistrates acceded. 





REFUSING TO SELL SAMPLES. 


Ernest Bailey, drug and patent medicine storer, Silver-street, was 
summoned, at Coventry Police Court, ori the 12th inst., for refusing 
to sell 2s. 6d. worth of compound tincture of camphor for analysis. 
Mr. L. Beard prosecuted and Mr. M. Wilks defended. The case for 
the prosecution was that the Inspector under the Food and Drugs 
Act (Mr. W. H. Clarke) went into defendant’s shop and asked for two 
pennyworth of compound tincture of camphor. Defendant said they 
did not keep it, but that it might be got over the way at Mr. Welton’s. 
The Inspector then pointed -to a bottle in one of the shelves, 
labellea ‘‘Camph C,’’ containing a pale brown fluid, and asked to 
be supplied with half-a-crown’s worth of compound tincture of 
camphor from it. Defendant declined, saying it was not for sale, 
and removed the bottle, when the inspector went to call in someone 
to corroborate the proceedings. Defendant was warned of the gravity 
of the offence in refusing an inspector samples for analysis. Mr. 
Bailey still declined, saying that the bottle contained only coloured 
water, so that it was impossible for the defendant to supply the 
mixture asked for.. For the defence it was stated that he would 
have supplied part of the contents of the bottle if the inspector would 
let him Jabel it ‘‘coloured water.’’ The reason he removed the 
bottle when a constable was called in was because he thought the 
inspector would take possession of it and might say he had sold it 
for paregoric. The Bench, in deciding the case, told the defendant 
that he had only himself to thank for the position he was in. His 
action in taking the bottle away certainly showed strong suspicion. 
If he had told the inspector what the bottle really contained it was 
probable the prosecution would not have been instituted. In dis- 
missing the case on payment of the expenses they hoped that the 
defendant would take more care in the future. Mr. Wilks assured 
the Bench that Mr. Bailey would destroy all the bottles that had 
contained anything included under the Act of Parliament regulating 
the sale of drugs. 

Henry Thomas Smith, landlord of the London Inn, Woolston, was 
summoned at Southampton on the 9th inst., by Sergt. Hawkins, for 
refusing to supply him with half a pint of gin for analysis, under the 
Food and Drugs Act. Mr. Bell appeared for the defence, and said 
that his client was technically liable. He was not home at the 
time, but his wife, for whom of course he was responsible, served the 
officer. He called, first, for three pennyworth of gin, with which 
he was supplied out of a small bottle used for customers who wanted 
small quantities. The sergeant then asked for half a pint, but the 
landlady went to another jar to get it. The officer declined to take 
that, but asked for it out of the smaller bottle, whereupon the land- 
lady bridled up, and refused to deplete her small bottle, and said 
that she was not to be taught how to conduct her business. Con- 
sequently the officer did not have the gin he required. He urged 
that the defendant had kept the house for many years in a satis- 
factory,way, and that a nominal penalty would meet the case. The 
magistrate inflicted a penalty of £2 and 7s. costs. 

At the Brentford Police Court, on the 6th inst., before Mr. Montagu 
Sharpe (in the chair) and other magistrates, John Appleton, of 
Surbiton, a milk carrier, in the employ of Messrs. Freeth and Pocock, 
milk contractors, Vauxhall, was charged on an adjourned summons 
with having refused to supply Mr. Walter Tyler, inspector under the 
Food and Drugs Act, with a sample of milk when requested. The 
case had been adjourned from the 21st ult. in order that the magis- 
trates then sitting —Mr. Montague Sharpe and Major-General Hilliard 
—nmight consider points of law which had been raised by the counsel 
for the defence. Mr. Sharpe now stated that he and his colleague, 
Major-General Hilliard, had considered the case very carefully, and 
found themselves differing in opinion, Under those circumstances 
it was open to them to dismiss the summons. They, however, had 
come to the conclusion that it would be fairer to both parties to have 
the case re-argued before a fuller bench of magistrates. Mr. T. A. 
Woodbridge, who appeared in support of the summons, repeated the 
facts of the case as given in the evidence at the former hearing, and 
submitted that there was no contract between Messrs. Freeth and 
Pocock and Mrs. Peck, to whom Appleton was delivering milk when 
he refused to supply the inspector. Mr. Ricketts, who defended, con- 
tended, on the other hand, that there was a contract existing between 
these parties. The magistrates, after hearing the arguments on both 
sides, consulted in private. At the conclusion of the consultation, 
the Chairman delivered the judgment of the majority of the justices 
present, which was to the effect that the milk was being delivered in 
pursuance of a contract, and was not exposed for sale. Therefore no 
offence against the 17th section of the Food and Drugs Act (under 
which section the summons was taken out) had been proved. Judg- 
ment would accordingly be for the defendant, with costs. 


CORRESPONDENCE. 
PAREGORIC AND THE PHARMACOPGIA. 
To the Eviror of Foop, Druas, anp DRINK. 

Srr,—I beg respectfully to call your attention to a report in 
your valuable paper of a case of prosecution for the sale of pare- 
yoric, which was dismissed on account of the word paregoric not 
appearing in the Pharmacopwia. ae 

I cannot understand what the prosecution were thinking of. 
If they had produced the reprint of the 1885 edition, they would 
have seen on page 411 paregoric and paregoric elixir as synonyms. 
I think the defendant must have known something of it, or he 
would not have wished to shield himself by using the word in1- 








Tuomas Davis, Food and Drug Inspector, 
Birmingham, 16th December, 1892. 
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PUBLIC HEALTH NOTES. 


_ Mr. C. Wricut, of Hibbert-street, Hertford, has been ap- 
pointed Inspector of Nuisances, and Inspector under the sale of 
Food and Drugs Act for the borough. 


Tue Council of the British Institute of Public Health has 
appointed Dr. Tichborne, Dr. Edgar Flinn, Mr. W. Kaye Parry, 
C.E., and Mr. W. R. Maguire to examine candidates in Ireland 
for the certificate of competency for sanitary inspectors. The 
first faep siete takes place in Dublin on January 11th, 12th, 
and 13th. 


Mr. D. R. Swret1ne has reported, to the Local Government 
Board upon an outbreak of enteric fever at Te nple Cloud, in the 
parish of Cameley, in the Clutton Rural Sanitary District. The 
outbreak took place in October, 1891, to February, 1892. Eleven 
persons were attacked, and two of the cases proved fatal. The 
report shows that the water supply is very unsatisfactory, being 
got from shallow wells and open dipping-places; the shallow 
wells being liable to all sorts of animal contamination, and the 
open dipping places to pollution from land drainage and 
manurial soakage. The dipping places often contain insects and 
other forms of animal life. The Cam in passing through Cameley 
receives directly or indirectly most of the sewage of the place. 
A stream tributary to the Cam passes close to cottages at Chol- 
well, and masses of excrement were seen by Mr. Sweeting 
floating on its surface. 

The Local Government Board recommends :— 


1. The Sanitary Authority should seek skilled advice as to the 
most suitable means of providing the populous part of Cameley 
parish with a public water-supply. Until this is done, every 
effort should be made to exclude all surface water and soakage 
liable to contain polluting matter from existing wells. 

2. Similar advice should be sought as to a proper system of 
public drainage for the more populous part of the parish. 
Arrangements should be made to dispose of the sewage so as not 
to create nuisance. The question of house drainage should also 
be considered, and properly constructed, laid, and ventilated 
pipes substituted for the present drains. 

3. The present cesspits should be replaced by some form of 
moveable receptacle, as, for instance, dry-earth pails. But when 
a proper system of public sewerage and water-supply is 
established, the question of the use of some form of watercloset 
may come to be considered. 

4, Proper receptacles should be provided for house-refuse, and 
the Sanitary Authority should (under section 42 of the Public 
Health Act of 1875) undertake its removal, as well as that of 
excrement from the present cesspits. 

_ 5, A building other than the one at the Workhouse should be 
provided for the reception of persons suffering from infectious 
disease, and should be in readiness for the isolation of first cases. 

6. Some adequate means of disinfecting clothing and bedding 
should be provided by the Sanitary Authority. 

The Medical Officer of Health had made recommendation 
respecting the water supply but without any effect. 





RPUTRID MEAT SEIZURE. 





At the Birkenhead Borough Police Court, on Dec. 15th, an 
application was made to Mr. Preston, the stipendiary magistrate, 
by Mr. R. Wagstaffe, inspector of meat for the borough, for an 
order for the destruction ot a number of pieces of meat he had 
seized at the shop of Robert Beer, butcher, 31, Cleveland Street. 
Mr. Bromfield, Deputy Town Clerk, supported the application. 
Inspector .Wagstafle stated that at half-past one o’clock on the 
previous afternoon he saw the meat, which consisted of chop 
and small pieces of beef, and a ticket fixed in the latter marked 
fourpence. The meat was lying on the slab near the shop door. It 
was mouldy, wet, and putrid, and smelt horribly. He seized it 
and took it to the Town Hall, when it was seen by Dr. Marsden 
Mott, who condemned it, and afterwards to Dr. Pearson, who 
examined it. Witness produced it in court, but the stench pro- 
ceeding from it was so powerful that before business could be 
proceeded with the room had to be freely disinfected. Dr. 
Pearson said the meat was far advanced in putrescence. It was 
wet and mouldy and was quite unfit for food. Some of it, he 
considered, was more than a fortnight killed. Replying to Mr. 
F. S. Moore, who appeared for Beer, witness said that poor 
people ate a great deal of this meat, as they could get it cheap. 
Mr. Moore said he could not resist an order being made. No 
doubt the majority of the pieces produced were unfit for food. 
The order for the destruction was then made, 


WEDNESDAY’S PRODUCE MARKETS, 


Lonpon Grain—At the Baltic, values were not altered in wheat, 
either from the Continent or America. Maize was in poor demand 
at lower rates. Barley was dull, one cargo selling at 14s..6d., from 
the Danube. Oats were unchanged. Beans were inactive. At Mark- 
lane, values were easy. English wheat ruled dull at recent cur- 
rencies. Foreign sold slowly at about Monday’s rates. Flour was 
in limited request on easy terms. Maize was inactive, with values 
unaltered. Barley quiet and nominally steady. Oats slow of sale 
at late rates. Beans and peas unchanged. Arrivals :—Wheat, 
English, nil; foreign, 39,760 qr.; flour, 38,620 sacks ; maize, 11,270 
qr.; barley, 9,660 qr.; oats, 41,420 qr.; beans, 1,200 qr.; peas, 
1,870 qr. ‘ 

SmiTurieLD Meat Manket—The market was again overstocked with 
American killed, and middling beef from Liverpool and Deptford. 
Mutton was cleared out, The following were ruling prices :— 


s. d. s. d. 5.0. Bess 
Beef—Inferior 1 8to2 0 Pork—English 4 8tod 0 
Middling es 2 0 —_— 2 8 Trish ee ee 8 =e 4 0 
Prime ae O—4 6 Dutch.. ee 310—4 4 
Scotch, longsides4 O—4 2 Ostend .. 310—4 6 
Do,, short sides 4 6—4 8 Mutton—Inferior 1 8—2 4 
Liverpool and Middling -. 3 2—3 6 
Deptford killed Prime.. - 4 4—5 0 
American ee 8 = 3 4 Scotch eo ee —4 6 
Refrig, Hind-qr, : Dutch.. - 3 4—4 0 
of American 210—4 0 Frozen Mutton— 
Do,, Fore-qrs, New Zealand 2 5—2 10 
of American 1 4—1 11 Australian .. 1 9—2 6 
Veal—English 3 8—4 8 River Plate .. 1 8—110 
Dutch uo me 4 0 Frozen Lamb.. 3 O—3 4 


Lonpon Sucar.—There was a steady market for British refined, 
and full prices prevailed with active sales at the following rates :— 
Tate’s, No. 1 cubes, 20s. 9d.; No. 2, 20s. 3d. ; crushed, No. 1, 18s. 6d.; 
No. 2, 18s. Martineau’s, No. 1 cubes, 20s. 6d.; No. 2, 19s.; Titlers, 
19s. 3d.; crushed, in barrels, f.o.b., 20s. 9d.; pulverised, 19s. ; chips, 
18s. 9d.; granulated, 18s. 3d.; white crystals, 19s. 3d., 18s. 9d., 
18s. 3d., yellow ditto, 17s. 3d.; golden syrups, 10s., 8s. 3d., and 7s. 6d. 
Lyle’s granulated, 18s. 3d. ; yellow crystallised, O, 17s. 6d.; P, 17s. 3d.; 
and M, 16s. 3d. ; crystals, No. 1, 18s. 9d. ; No. 3, 18s. Fowler’s golden 
syrup, 14s. 6d. There was also a good business done in foreign 
refined. 


Corrre.—There was a good demand. Ceylon, fine blue small, 105s. 
to 105s. 6d.; triage, 101s.; peaberry, 109s.; New Grenada, good 
middling hard gray, 100s. to 104s. ; small, 96s. 6d. to 99s. ; peaberry, 
104s. ; Colombian, bold hard gray, 100s. to 101s. 6d.; middling, 96s. 
to 99s. 6d.; peaberry, 105s.; (London cleaned) bold and medium 
coloury, musty, 100s. to 102s. ; small, 88s. to 90s. 6d. ; peaberry, 103s. 
to 109s.; Cuban, good bold faded blue, 106s. 6d. ; medium, 101s. 6d.; 
small, 81s. to 97s.; peaberry, 111s. 6d.; Guatemala (new crop, London 
cleaned) fine colour, 105s. 6d.; small, 96s.; peaberry, 111s. 6d.; 
Guayaquil, g00d bold polish, 90s. ; good ordinary foxy greenish, 87s. ; 
peaberry, 91s. 6d. to 99s. ; Santos, ¢ ood clean bright greenish, 87s. to 
88s. ; Jamaica, ordinary to good ordinary, 80s. to 84s. 6d.; good to 
fine ordinary, 85s. to 93s. ; fine ordinary to greenish, 95s. to 98s. 

Cocoa,—Rates ruled firm. 

Tra.—There was a quiet market, but sellers evinced no desire to 
sell. In auction 5,800 packages Indian sold, and common to low 
medium grades were firmer, also good quality sorts met with good 
competition. Indian, January, 8 5-16d., buyers. China, March, 
done 63d., and the market closed with a hardening tendency. 


Cork Butrer.—There was little demand, and there was a drop of 
3s. in seconds and 2s. in fourths, but milds, which were scarce, im- 
proved 3s. acwt. Quotations :—Mild, cured superfine, firkins, 127s. ; 
fine mild, 116s.; mild, 108s.; ordinary, firsts, 119s. ; seconds, 106s. ; 
thirds, 88s.; fourths, 72s. Kegs.—Fourths, 65s. Number of firkins 
in market, 140. 








At West Bromwich Borough Police Court, on the 15th inst., Henry 
Reeves, milk dealer, of All Saints’ Street, Church Vule, West Brom- 
wich, was charged with selling milk adulterated with water on the 
13th ult. Mr. J. E. Morris (Inspector under the Food and Drugs 
‘Act) appeared to prosecute, and Mr. Vachell defended. Mr. Morris 
stated that on Sunday, the 13th of November, a man in his employ 
met a girl in the service of the defendant carrying a quantity of milk 
to the West Bromwich Infectious Hospital. A sample was purchased 
from the girl, which, upon being analysed, was found to contain 10 
per cent. of added water. Later in the same day another sample of 
milk was purchased from a boy who was also selling for Mr. Reeves, 
and this contained 12 per cent. of added water. The purchase of the 
milk having been proved by an assistant inspector, Mr. W. E. T. 
Jones, analyst, gave evidence as to the analysis and the adulteration. 
He, however, admitted that the figures in his books as to the analysis 
were made by his assistant, but he added that he probably superin- 
tended the analysis. Mr. Vachell pointed oat that the samples of 
the milk, although received by Mr. Morris on the Sunday, were not 
delivered to the analyst until the following day. He contended that 
it had not been proved that the boy or the girl were in the employ of 
defendant, or persons for whom he was in any way responsible. ‘The 
sample should have been delivered to the public analyst immediately, 
and further the Act under which the proceedings were taken required 
that the ana'ysis should be made by the public analyst, and not by 
his assistant. It was contended that defendant sold the milk as he 
received it. Defandant was fined £4 10s., including costs. 
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ANALYST’S REPORT. 


_ THe quarterly report of Mr. Otto Hehner, Analyst to the 

Nottinghamshire County Council, contains some very much 
needed and valuable suggestions, which we hope will not. fall 
~unheeded on the ears of the members of the council. We had re- 
cently occasion to refer to the scandalous stultification of the 

Food and Drugs Act in the borough. It seems that the county 
is in almost as disgraceful a stute. Thievery must tind Notting- 
ham a very paradise. In the town itself, as we reported in our 
issue of November 19th. :— 

For the three'months ending September 30th, only three samples 
-were taken in Nottingham for analysis, two being on July Ist, and 
one on July 20th. Throughout the month of August and September 
the Acts were allowed to remain a dead letter. During the entire 
quarter not one sample of butter, lard, mustard, cocoa, drugs, &c., 
was taken. It is notorious that tons upon tons of butter mixtures 
and of lard adulterated with beef stearine go into Nottingham and 


are sold as pure butter and lard. The authorities who neglect their | 


.duty to the public as the Nottingham authorities do, incur a heavy 
responsibility by the encouragement they give to fraud, and the 
damage they do to English industries. 

Of the county, Mr. Hehner’s report says :— 

During the third quarter of this year eighteen samples of food and 
drink have been submitted to me for analysis under the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act, by your Inspector at Nottingham and Retford. 

These samples consisted of spirits 9, milk 3, lard 2, butter 1, pep- 
iper 1, mustard 1, tea 1; total, 18. 

Every one of the nine samples of spirits was adulterated with 
added water, the spirits having been diluted by the vendors in excess 
of the too liberal allowance of the Sale of Food and Drugs Amend- 
ment Act, the percentages of excessively added water being 2, 4, 6, 6, 
“7,11, 12, 13, and 25. Exemplary fines were inflicted in one or two of 
these cases, but the adulteration of spirits, as here shown and 
pointed out in many of my previous reports, is so prevalent, that 
nothing but the sternest punishment and the closest supervision is 
likely to check the fraud. The excessive addition of water to spirits 
is the less excusable, as the limits of strength laid down by the Food 
Amendment Act, namely 25 degrees under proof for whiskey, rum and 
‘brandy, and 35 under proof for gin, are very liberal to the vendor, 
and no difficulty whatever exists to readily and accurately ascertain 
the alcoholic strength at the hand of the vendor. But the chances of 
fraudulent vendors being detected and punished are so small, seeing 
the exceedingly limited number of samples annually taken and the 
jlarge number of vendors in your county—many years having to pass 
before-every vendor is visited by the inspector even once—that even 
a fine £10is only tithe of the profit of the profit made by the 
seller of water at the price of whiskey. Of the three samples of 
milk one was badly adulterated it having been both watered and 
deyrived almost completely of the fat natural to milk, by skimming. 
A fine of £5 was imposed. : 

The sample of mustard consisted of a mixture about 12 parts of 
flour and 82 parts of mustard. Mixed mustard is frequently sold 
even by the most reputed makers, but the fact of the admixture 
‘should be plainly acknowledged by the vendor, there being no need 
whatever to admix flour, the sole reason of its presence being 
the cheapening of the price of the article. The sample of lard, 


pepper, butter and tea were quite genuine. The percentage of | 


adulterated samples detected during the quarter has been 61, pro- 
bably the worst record in your county since the Food Act has been in 
operation. _No doubt the samples do not represent a fair average of 
the whole food supply of the county, many being taken, doubtless 
by. your inspectors acting upon complaints and suspicion, but it is my 
strong and deliberate opinion, that unless a far larger number of 


samples be annually submitted, say one sample for every 1,00 in- | 








habitants, which is the figure recommended by the Local Government 
Board, there is no chance of stamping out adulteration. The frau- 
dulent vendor can readily afford to run the small risk of detection. 
The cost of increased action need be nothing at all to the rate- 
payer if the fines are sufficiently heavy in those cases in which adul- 
teration is proved beyond a doubt. I am very: gratified to find that 
the magistrates of your county are in the habit of inflicting exem- 
plary fines and do not render the Act a farce, as unfortunately is the 
case in a great part of the Kingdom, by the infliction of penny or 
shilling fines, but the general principle, that the fraudulent: dealer 
should pay for the carrying out of the Act and not the innocent and 
cheated rate-payer, be acted upon in every case. I firmly believe 


‘that with such vigorous action adulteration could be virtually 


stamped out in a short time. From the statistics published by the 

Local Government Board it is most evident that in those districts in 

which the Food Acts are vigorously handled the percentage of adul- 

teration has very much decreased, while in those where the Acts are 

neglected it has gone up. Thus, in Somersetshire, where one sample 

was examined for every 379 inhabitants, the percentage of adultera- 

tion is as low as 3:6; in Gloucestershire with one sample of 770, 68 

per cent.; but in Derbyshire, with one sample to 3,164, the percent- 

age is 17:1; in Suffolk, one sample to 4,199 inhabitants ; 17°6; and 

in Oxfordshire, with one sample to 14,963 people, no less than 41:7.. 
Nottinghamshire does not stand quite so bad as that, but it is still 

high in the list, and I should rejoice if I could induce you, my lords 

and gentlemen, to give the Food Acts a better chance. The expense, 

which at present, all told, cannot amount to £100 per annum, is 

utterly disproportionate to the vast importance of a pure and unadul- 

terated food supply to the inhabitants of Nottinghamshire, tens of , 
thousands of pounds are lost, which by a little: expenditure ought 

and could be saved. 

If the Nottingham County Council could but realise the damage 
they do to the native industries by their indifferences to the question 
of a pure food supply, we feel sure the deplorable state of things 
here called attention to would be quickly remedied. 








NOTICE. 


The Publisher will be glad to receive instructions from those, Public , 
Analysts, Medical Officers of Health, Town Clerks, Food and Sanitary 
Inspectors, grocers, and dealers who are not already Subscribers,‘to! 
forward the journal to them each week. The paper can also be obtained 
at Messrs. W. H. Smith & Son’s bookstalls, and from local agents, upon 
application. 


Cheques and Postal Orders should be made payable to Foop, Druas 
AND Drink, and crossed Birkbeck Bank. : 
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Awarded a Silver Medal at the International Health Exhibition, 1884. 


TUSON’S DISINFECTANTS. 


AUTHOFISED BY 
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OUNTY COUNCIL, Hornsey, Beckenham Grantham, 





TR, 

: . 2¢ 

Used largely by the CITY OF LONDON for deodorising the wood pavements, market purposes, etc. ; also by the LONDON 
Cc 


H.M. BOARD OF TRADE. 


eS SS 


< POW DHE. 


a 


Doncaster and other Local Boards, Hospitals, Railways, etc. 


No household should be without them, as they destroy not merely mask bad smells. 
The Medical Officer of Health and Public Analyst for the City_of London (Dr. SEDGWICK SAUNDERS, 


FI. 


the past summer months I have found ‘Tvuson’s Disisreciine Fiuip’ extremely valuable for watering the public roadways, for which 


I.C., 


purpose a 2 or 8 per cent. solution may be used.” ‘ 
Dr. Thorne Thorne, C.B., F.R.5S., Principal Medical Officer of H.M. Local Government 


Board, in his M dum of Aupust 26th, 1892, on EPIDEMIC DISEASE. advises 
() | FR A ; the use of PERCHLORIDE OF MERCURY «nd SULPHUROUS ACID. 
N.B. 


.—Tuson’s Disinfectants contain these two substances in large quantities and various forms. 


op ate > Be etc.), in an official report to the Commissioners of Sewers as far back as 1889, states as follows :—‘t During 


Order of your Local Chemist, and if not obtainable apply for Pamphlet and full particulars 


At the Company’s Work 
New Charlton, Kent, or the . 


City Offices: 186-7 Palmerston Buildings, Old Broad Street, H.C. 
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“SUTHERLAND” z BRAND 


ENGLISH PRESERVED PROVISIONS. ‘e 
English Rolled Ox Tongues, Corned Beef, . 
Spiced Beef, : Brawn, &c., &c. 
Pressed Beef, WRITE FOR PRICE LIST 10 


J. & A. CARPENTER, teeta Place, Walworth, S.E. 


IMPORTANT TO DOCTORS. 


SUPERIORITY OF SPANISH APERIENT WATERS OVER THE GERMAN, 
DR. WEX, official chemist to the town of Hambourg, places RUBINAT before the most vaunted of the German purgative waters :— 





























In action the RUBINAT is unique, for while it is effective, having a special action upon the liver, it has none of the drastic and oft-times irritating effects of the- 


other waters, which chiefly depend for their action upon the magnesian salts of which they are largely composed, 
Analysis made by PROFESSOR BOUCHARDAT, in his lecture to ha eae f of Heston in De ee 





Sulphate of Soda = es 1485: 361 
i. Potash ae oi ve ar ee 3°548 

i, Magnesia .. oe ele ai Ae oe F0 301 
Lime oe ele ae oe de oe 29°934 

Chloride of Sodium we os $0 oe 31°708 
Silica, Alumina, Ferric ot Oxide (traces) xe os oe 50 +462 
Total of Solids (in grains) ae £ ee 1601°321 


i 


The usual dose for obta‘ning a sure and non-irritating action from RUBINAT water is from half to one wine glassful, to be taken in the morning, fasting ; the: 
water acts rapidly, especially if followed by a cup of tea or coffee. 

The RUBINAT aperient water is invaluable in all intestinal complaints, constipation, congestion, gastric fevers, accumulations of bile or other substances, and, 
generally, in all abdominal obstructions. 


RUBINAT (: tick.) SPANISH APERIENT MINERAL WATER. 


THE ONLY ONE AUTHORISED BY THE ACADEMY OF MEDICINE OF PARIS. LARGE GOLD MEDAL. 
Sole Importers :—-E. GAULAIS & CO., 90. Piccadilly, London, W. 
GENERAL DEPOT FOR MINERAL WATERS, ST. RAPHAEL WINE, etc. 


KINGSFORD’S 


HAMAMELIS 


MEDICATED PAPER® 


FOR THE W.C. 








Is very strong, yet beautifully soft. therefore Antiseptic and slightly Astringent. 


Is absolutely pure and free from chemicals. | Is impregnated with Hamamenis Virernica, and is 
Disintegrates readily, and does not choke the waste pipe. Is cheaper and better than any other Medicated Paper. 





SAMPLE PACKETS TO PROFESSION, 1s. POST FREE. 





KINGSFORD & CO., 54. Piccadilly, LONDON, W. 


corp unpat, srussers exesiniox, ws. | WRUVE JMONNIER CHAMPAGNE. 
DIPLOMA OF HONOUR (Highest Award), FOOD EXHIBITION, 
1889. | SPECIAL CUVEE VINTAGE, 1884. 


MEREDITH & DREW NO FINER CAN BE HAD AT ANY PRICE. 


es ed ae y To be had of all. Wine Merchants. 


HIGH-CLASS BISCUITS & CAKES, 


ESPECIALLY ADAPTED FOR LICENSED VICTUALLERS, 


HOTEL PROPRIE ORS & REFRESHMENT CONTRACTORS. VEUVE MONNIER ET SES FI LS, 


Their various manufactures are made from the finest material, and 





manipulated by machinery of the highest order. | RUE DU COMMERCE, EPERNAY. 


Vans To ALL Parts Datty. 
Office and Works:;-SHADWELL, E. 
PRICE LISTS ON APPLICATION. 9, GREAT TOWER STREET, E.C. 


Lonpon -OFFICES: 





I 
Printed for the Proprietors and Published by Frxix JosepH rae Fm for the Foop, Drucs, anp Drink Newsparrer Company, at their Office, 
183, Strand, London, W.C. All communications to be addressed to the Editor. 
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CROSSE & BLACKWELL’S 
PICKLES, SAUCES, MALT VINEGAR, 
JAMS, SOUPS & POTTED MEATS 


MAY BE OBTAINED FROM ALL GROCERS THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. 
CROSSE & BLACKWELL, LIMITED, SOHO SQUARE, LONDON. 


NESTLE'S SWISS MILK. 


THE RICHEST IN CREAM. 


RAWLINGS MINERAL WATERS 


AS SUPPLIED TO : 
eee A SLY DEE QUE N. 


GINGER BEER AS BREWED THE LAST HUNDRED YEARS, 


IN STONE BOTTLES AND CASKS. 
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GOLD MEDALLISY FOR PURITY AND EXCELLENCE. 


meu) RAWLINGS, LIMITED, 


NASSAU STREET, LONDON, W. 


VAN HOUTENS COCOA. 


PURE AND SOLUBLE. 


e 
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WHISKY FOR THE GOUTY AND DIABETIC. 


=a On Oe | 1 0 00000 CO Ce ae 


FINEST OLD SCOTCH 


CAVENDISH (16 YEARS OLD) 


(SPECIAL DIETETIC). WH | S KY R 


BONDED AND BOTTLED BY 
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CAVENDISH, EDENBOROUGH & CO., 4, CULLUM STREET, LONDON, E.C. 





A Blend of the finest Matured Whiskies, containing no sugar or fusel oil, with the highest 
percentage of the aromatic ethers produced by age. 


This has been specially selected, on the suggestion of Medical Men, to meet the demand 
for a Whisky which can be safely indulged i in by sufferers from Gout, Rheumatism, Diab ees, or 
Dyspepsia. 


Price 54/- per Dozen net Cash. 


IRVEN BROTHERS, 


Bank Buildings, Victoria Street, | 
mela aE SeD tet ee SED | LIVERPOOL. 
WARRANTED PURE 


‘LI-VER” BRAND OF LARD 


CRUEL CHEAPNESS!! 


Surely these words apply to the low-priced Baking Powders sold, containing in some instances a quarter of their bulk ALUM. Persons 
eating food containing it are SERIOUSLY INJURED, and children taking it day by day suffer from indigestion in its worst form. 


CRUEL CHEAPNESS— 


because the persons using it have no idea of hurtful effects. 


FREEMAN'S BAKING & EGG POWDER 


Contains NO ALUM cr any injurious ingredient, and has had a sale all over the kingdom for twenty-two years. 
Ten Analytical Chemists testify to its strength and purity. PROPRIETORS’ guarantee on each BOX. 


i> Sold by every London Wholesale House at List Prices. Lists on application. 


FREEMAN & HILDYARD, LONDON, S.E. 


Liverpool Branch—60, Stanley Street. Birmingham -Branch—47, Soho Hill. 
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NOTICE. 


_ Dhis journal is devoted to the promotion of a pure food supply, and 
to the advancement of sanitary science. In the interests alike of the 


public and the traders, adulterations of food, drugs, and drink are 


exposed whenever and wherever discovered, and as complete a record as 
possible is published of prosecutions for infringements of the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act, the Margarine Act, the Excise Acts, and the 


_ Public Health Local Sanitary Acts. Assistance and advice are given 


to the Officers eagaged in carrying out these Acts, and to grocers, pro- 
vision dealers, and milksellers, who are subject ta conviction Sor the 
sale of articles which they have bought in good faith as genuine ; and 
one object of the journal is to procure the amendment of the Acts so as 
to make the wholesale dealer responsible and amenable to the law. 


The greatest care is consequently taken in accepting advertisements 
Sor the paper, only those being inserted which announce articles of un- 
questioned purity and reliability, and which have been proved to be so 
by analysis, either by our own consulting analysts, or some other 
member of the Society of Analysts. The appearance of any advertise- 
ment of foodstuffs in Foop, Drugs anp Drink is consequently an 
ABSOLUTE GUARANTEE of the quality of the article advertised. 

All communications for the Editors to be addressed to the Editors, 
183, Strand, London, W.C. 


Advertisements to be addressed to The Publisher, and if intended for 


the current issue should reach the Office, 183, Strand, London, W.C., by 
Thursday morning. ; 











SOMERSET HOUSE & CHEMICAL ANALYSES. 





WE print on another page an important letter from Mr, A. H. 
Allen, past President of the Society of Public Analysts, and the 
well-known author of Commercial Organic Analysis. His com- 
munication reveals in a glaring manner the difficulties with which 
public analysts have to contend in their relations with Somerset 
House, and fully bears out our contention that Somerset House 
is unfit and incapable to undertake the important functions 
deputed to it under the Sale of Food and Drugs’ Act. We 
would be glad could our criticism of Somerset House have been 
less strongly worded, but Mr. Allen’s communication shows the 
stern need for the tone and manner we have been constrained 
to adopt. Somerset House has been for far too long a period 
approached with’ “bated breath and whispered humbleness.” 
There is a time for compliments, and one for plain speaking 
The public welfare demands that we speak as the occasion re- 
quires—plainly and to the point. 

Mr. Allen has submitted to us the whole correspondence to 
which he refers in his letter. It appears from this that a sample 
of sweet spirits of nitre was found by four independent public 
analysts, namely Mr. Allen, Mr. Hehner, Dr. Dupré, and Dr. Tru- 
man, to contain at most but a minute trace of nitrous ether—the 
active ingredient of the article. Messrs, Bell, Banister and Lewin, 
‘on the other hand (the two last named chemists, be it remembered, 
also vendors of sweet spirits of nitre) certified to the presence of 
18 per cent. of nitrous ether, and in a subsequent official letter Dr. 
s Bell specified this result to mean the proportion of real nitrous 
ether as estimated by the most recent methods of analysis. Butin 
spite of this definite statement, it turned out subsequently that 
what these gentlemen had really done was to ascertain the total 
amount of oxidisable matters by means of permanganate of 
potash, and call the result “ real nitrous ether.” This was either 
done in the full knowledge that sweet spirits of nitre contains a 
‘notable quantity of aldehyde and other bodies oxidisable by per- 
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manganate of potash, or in ignorance of this fact. To ordinarily 
well-educated public analysts it was well-known that for the 
exact estimation of real nitrous ether other analytical methods 
would have to be used, and one such method had been fully 
described in the Analyst Journal prior to that time. It follows, 
therefore, that Messrs: Bell, Banister and Lewin were either 
grossly unfair or grossly ignorant, or perhaps both. The unfair- 
ness is well illustrated by the reference in the certificate of the 
Somerset House Analysts to the Pharmacopeia of 1851. This 
had nothing whatever to do with the matter, and as a fact, 
that work contained no preparation entitled “Sweet spirit of 
nitre,” as alleged in the certificate. As well might some alchemical 
treatise of the middle ages have been quoted, or the Encyclopedia 
Britannica. Their ignorance is equally well proved by the 
statement by Dr. Bell, in one of the official letters written by 
him in this matter, that the quantity of the sample sub- 
mitted to him was insufficient for him to determine the specific 
gravity. Yet he had received half an ounce, a quantity which 
every expert analyst knows is amply sufficient, although it cer- 
tainly is not enough for use with a Sykes’ hydrometer, which is 
employed by t he Somerset House chemists in their more con- 
genial occupation of testing spirits for the purposes of revenue. 

It might have been expected from the Referees under the Food 
Act that they were not altogether ignorant of the ordinary 
analytical methods in use in every Public Analyst’s laboratory: 
That must, however, be assumed, or there remains only the 
alternative conclusion that Dr. Bell deliberately intended to 
insinuate that Mr. Allen, in giving the specific gravity of the 
sample had in reality not estimated it at all, the quantity at his 
disposal being alleged to be too small for that purpose. 

After a careful consideration of the correspondence which Mr, 
Allen has submitted to us, we cannot refrain from expressing our 
astonishment that the Somerset House chemists still pose as the 
infallible advisers of Local Authorities on food matters, when 
they in reality ought to sit at the feet of Public Analysts of 
wide experience. 

It would be a charitable and useful public service if analysts 
of reputation and knowledge, like Mr. Allen, would mercifully 
throw some crumbs of up-to-date chemical information to the 
department. 


ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 








BUTTER AND MARGARINE. 


At Lowestoft, on the 14th inst., Edward James Seeley was 
summoned for selling counterfeit butter. Inspector Kett visited 
defendant’s shop, and purchased for 2s. 3d. a pound and a-half of 
what was represented to be fresh butter. This he divided into three 
parts, one of which he gave to defendant, another he retained for 
himself, and the third was forwarded to the public analyst, who 
reported that 75 per cent. of the fat of the so-called butter was other 
than butter fat. Defendant, who pleaded that he bought it as fresh 
butter, and sold it as such, was fined £4, and the Bench pointed out 
that he had his remedy against the person who sold it to him. 


A similar complaint was made against Joseph Crack for exhibiting 
margarine which was not labelled. The analysis showed that the 
margarine was of high quality, and contained a good percentage of 
butter fat. Defendant urged that the label had fallen from its place, 
but the Bench fined him £1, including costs. 


At Merthyr, on the 19th inst., Rees Jones was summoned for 
selling unlabelled margarine. Supt. Thorney said he visited the 
defendant’s shop on the 7th inst. At the end of the shop he saw 
some packages of what appeared to be butter. He was told it wis 
margarine, when he asked for half-a-pound. He asked how it was 
it was not labelled. Mr. Edmunds submitted that the offence had 
been quite inadvertently committed, defendant’s daughter not having 
put the labels on the packages. There was no intention to defraud. 
The magistrates fined the defendant 1s. and costs. 


At Tewkesbury Borough Police Court on the 23rd William Henry 
Wilkins was charged with exposing margarine for sale which was not 
labelled, and also with selling one pound of butter which upon 
analysis was found to contain 95 per cent. of fatty matter and only 
5 per cent. of butter. Mr. Locke appeared for Wilkins and asked for 
the infliction of a small fine only. ‘The Bench imposed a fine of £1 
in each case and costs £1 7s. 7d. 
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At South-West London on the 22nd, Adam Butcher, of 33, High- 
street, South Wimbledon, was summoned by Mr. Houghton, on behalf 
of the Surrey County Council, for exposing for sale margarine, the 
same not being properly labelled as required by the Act. Mr. 
Houghton said the substance was branded “ Dutch mixture.” Mr. 
George Beli, who defended, argued that the case must fail, as the 
margarine was not exposed for sale by retail. Mr. Plowden con- 
‘victed the defendant, and imposed a penalty of 203., with 23s. costs. 
Mary Gower, of High-street, Merton, was summoned for a similar 
offence. The magistrate ordered her to pay 34s., including costs. 


At the Sheffield Police Court, on the 21st, a series of prosecu- 
tions were conducted by Mr. H. Sayer, Deputy Town Clerk, at the 
instigation of the Health Committee. In the first case Mary Darby, 
shopkeeper, 305, Bright-street, Attercliffe, was summoned for expos- 
ing margarine for sale without labelling it as margarine, and further 
for selling it without a printed wrapper, as required by the Act. Mr. 
Sayer, in outlining the case for the prosecution, said the margarine 
-was sold at rather a low price, viz., 6d. and 8d., and was certified 
by the analyst as containing not more than 7 per cent. of real 
butter. Mr. Wilson, who defended, remarked that it was admitted 
that margarine was sold. Inspector Harrison was then called. He 
deposed that the margarine was in a tub, and had no label upon it. 
-He was not in uniform. He told defendant what the sample was for, 
but said nothing about being an inspector of nuisances. Cross- 
examined by Mr. Wilson he said the tub was lying on its side, with 
the open end towards him. He did not see the word margarine 
branded on the tub. Mr. Wilson here produced the tub, which was 
marked with that word in three places. While the conversation 
was going on the granddaughter came into the shop with a 
margarine label which had been washed in the kitchen. He denied 
that the defendant offered to mark the paper with ink. Mr. 
Richardson: Did she tell you it was margarine before you told her 
you wanted a sample for analysis? The Inspeetor: Before. Mr. 
Wilson: Yes, he offered to buy it, and then the poor woman is 
trapped like this. Inspector Jackson was then called. In the course 
.of his cross-exammation he said it was after they told the defendant 
what they wanted it for that she said it was margarine. Mr. 
Wilson: See how materially they differ. The inspector, further 
cross-examined, said the tub was standing upright. Mr. Wilson 
again pointed out the discrepancy. The Inspector continued that 
the defendant said she did not know she had to have the word 
margarine on the paper. She offered to write the word in ink on the 
wrapper. Mr. Marshall said the first case had broken down com- 
pletely. On the second summons defendant would have to pay the 
costs. 


At Westminster, on the 22nd, Mr. Drew, provision dealer, of 47° 
St. George’s-place, Knightsbridge, was summoned by the St. George’s’ 
Hanover-square Vestry for selling adulterated butter. Mr. Hitchens 
prosecuted for the parish. The compound sold to the inspector as 
pure butter at 1s. 4d. per pound had at least 20 per cent. of foreign 
fat in it. Counsel for the defendant said it was invoiced to Mr. 
Drew by Alfred Greenland, of High-street, Bloomsbury, as ‘ butter.”’ 
It was known as Friesland, or Dutch butter, which had a pretty good 
reputation. Mr. De Rutzen said if a trader desired to protect himself 
he should obtain a warranty from the person he bought of. He im- 
posed a fine of £5 and 23s. costs. : 


MILK. 


At the Plymouth Police-court on the 20th, before Messrs. H. J. 
Howland, T. Brook, and Dr. J. H. 8S. May, three cases of milk adul- 
teration were dealt with, the offenders being William Samble, George 
Frederick Brewer, and William Henry Williams. The first-named 
dairyman, residing at 21, Richmond-street, was summoned for selling 
milk not of the nature, substance, and quality demanded under the 
Food and Drugs Act. Mr. Bickle (Bond, Pearce, and Bickle) pro- 
secuted. Mr. Addiscott, inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, 
deposed to buying a pint of raw milk on the 7th inst. from Samble’s 
shop. He conformed with the Act, and one portion of the milk was 
analysed. Dr. Bean’s certificate showed that 20 per cent. of water 
had been added. This would have prejudicially affected the milk 
to the extent of 33d. per gallon. Defendant admitted that he was 
legally responsible, but pleaded in extenuation that the milk was 
supplied by one of his servants. The Chairman (Mr. Howland) said 
adulterated milk was harmful to children, and if they were given 
inferior milk they would become inferior children. The Bench im- 
posed a fine of £5 and costs. 


In the second case, George Brewer, of 17, Bishop’s-place, was 
summoned for selling a pint of milk to which 10:7 per cent. of water 
had been added. The ordinary evidence was given as to the purchase 
of milk by Mr. Addiscott, who said the milk was prejudiced to the 
extent of 1$d.a gallon. Mr. Lane, who appeared for the defence, 
said his client received the milk from Mrs. Blatchford that morning. 
He called Mrs. Phipps, who stated that she was present in the shop 
from the delivery of the milk by Mr. Blatchford to the time Mr. 
Addiscott arrived. She did not see defendant adulterate the milk, 
nor did he leave the shop for the purpose of getting any water. Mr. 
Bickle: You are not sure that he would not keep water in the shop? 
Witness: I don’t think he does, because it would be too public. The 
defendant was fined £2 2s. and costs. 


William Henry Williams, who keeps a small dairy at 28, Russell- 
street, was next charged with adulterating milk to the extent of 1-1 
per cent. of water, and also with adulterating cream to a much larger 
extent. The customary evidence was again adduced, and defendant 
was fined £2 2s. and costs for the latter offence, the charge of adul- 
terating milk being withdrawn. 


At Burton-on-Trent, on the 16th inst., Josiah Ashmole, farmer,. 
was charged with selling adulterated milk. Mr. Knowles defended. 
A portion of the milk had been sent to Somerset House for analysis,. 
and the result was said to be that there was no less than 5 per cent. _ 
of added water. The county analyst’s certificate fixed the quantity 
of water a5 30 per cent. The defendant was fined 5s., and £4 8s. 7d. 
costs, but he was told by the Bench that they did not believe he- 
added the water, nor was he aware of its presence. : 

At the Leeds Borough Police Court, on the 19th inst., before Mr.. 
Bruce, Mary Fawcett, farmer, Horse Shoe-lane, Roundhay, was 
summoned for selling milk to Mr. W. B. Walker in Chapeltown-road, 
on November 18th, which Mr. Fairley, the borough analyst, certified 
to contain 12 per cent. of added water. There was a further sum- 
mons for selling two samples on November 22nd, each containing 84- 
per cent. of added water. Mr. C. C. Jolliffe, the Deputy Town Clerk, 
prosecuted, and Mr. Pearson represented the defendant. Mr, W. B: 
Walker, the inspector under the Food and Drugs Act in Leeds, proved 
the case, and witnesses were called for the defence, who denied that 
there had been any adulteration. Mr. Bruce inflicted a fine of 40s.,. 
including costs in each case. 

John Wright, grocer, of 15, South Accommodation-road, Leeds,. 
was summoned at the Leeds Town Hall, on the 22nd inst., for an 
infringement of the:Food and;Drugs Act. On the 2nd of December- 
he sold to Inspector Walker a pint of milk. This he handed over to ~ 
Mr. Fairley, the borough analyst, and on being analysed it was found 
to contain 20 per cent. of added water. He was fined 10s., including: 
costs. 

Henry Reeves, milk dealer, of Church Vale, was charged at West. 
Bromwich, with selling adulterated milk on the 13th ult. Mr. J. E. 
Morris (Inspector under the Food and Drugs Act) prosecuted, and Mr. 
Vachell defended. Mr. Morris stated that on Sunday, the 13th ult., 
a man in his employ met a girl in the service of the defendant,. 
carrying a quantity of milk to the West Bromwich Infectious 
Hospital, about eight o’clock in the morning. A sample was pur-- 
chased from the girl, which upon being analysed was found to contain 
10 per cent. of added water. Jiater in the same day another sample- 
of milk was purchased from a boy, who was also selling for Mr. 
Reeves, and this contained 12 per cent. of added water. The pur- 
chase of the milk having been proved by an assistant inspector, Mr. 
E. T. Jones, analyst, gave evidence as to the analysis, and the- 
adulteration. Ina reply to Mr. Vachell he admitted that the analysis 
was made by his assistant. Mr. Vachell pointed out that the samples- 
of the milk although received by Mr. Morris on the Sunday, was not 
delivered to the analyst until the following day. He contended that 
it had not been proved that the boy or the girl were in the employ of. 
the defendant. The sample should have been forwarded to the 
public analyst immediately, and further than that, the Act under 
which the proceedings were taken, required that the analysis should 
be made by the public analyst and not by his assistants. It was con- 
tended that the defendant sold the milk just as he received it from a. 
localfarmer. Mr. Field said the Bench considered that defendant was- 
morally exonerated from blame, as they believed he sold it as he 
received it, but an offence had beencommitted. Defendant was fined 
5s. and costs in each case, £4 10s. altogether. William Simcox, of: 
Tame Farm, West Bromwich, was charged with a similar offence on 
the 13th ult. Mr. Vachell defended, In this case a man in the- 
defendant’s employ was met by the assistant inspectors with two 
churns of milk, each containing 10 gallons, which he was taking to- 
Mr. Reeves and another retail dealer. A sample was taken from: 
each churn, which, upon being analysed was found to contain 10 per 
cent. of water. The Bench considered this was an entirely different. 
case from the last, and imposed a fine of £5 and costs in each ease— 
£13 19s. in all. Thomas Sedgley, of Walsall-street, was charged! 
with a similar offence. The particulars of the case were exactly as 
in the previous ones, and defendant was fined 10s. and costs amount-- 
ing altogether to £1183. Frederick Ensor was charged with a like 
offence. The assistant inspector saw the defendant carrying a can. 
of milk in Overend-street, and procured a sample, which was found. 
to contain 12 per cent. of added water. Defendant was fined ds. and. 
costs, amounting altogether to £1 12s. 

At the Norwich City Police-court, on the 23rd, Samuel Julier,. 
Thomas Shreeve, and Richard Harris, dairymen, were summoned. 
for retailing adulterated milk. The Town Clerk prosecuted. Mr. 
Ruddock defended Julier. A quart of milk purchased of Julier and 
sent to the County Analyst was certified to contain 17 per cent. of 
added water, while 15 per cent. of fat had been abstracted. Inspector 
Crane, who was called to prove the case, admitted that he did not 
properly seal the milk he took from Julier. As this is required by 
the Act of Parliament, the case was dismissed against Julier. The- 
Mayor asked the Town Clerk how it was Crane didnot receive proper: 
instructions. The Town Clerk said he gave him the Act of Par-- 
liament. The Mayor said this was no use, and he should give him. 
proper written instructions in the future. Mr. Ruddock said he had: 
another defence, and that was that new milk was not asked for, and 
therefore not supplied. In the case of Harris, Mr. G. H. L. Blake- 
defended. The analyst certified that some milk sent to him from: 
Harris had 15 per cent. of natural fat abstracted. Mr. Blake pro- 
duced a numerously signed memorial from Harris’ customers, stating 
that they were satisfied with the quality of the milk supplied. He- 
had abundant evidence that the milk was new milk, fresh from the- 
cows, and had not been tampered with in any way. He would like 
to have the analyst present to see whether the deficiency might not. 
be due to the condition of the cows. The case was accordingly 
adjourned. The case of Shreeve was next taken. In regard to his 
milk, the analyst certified that 35 per cent. of water had been added. 
Shreeve said he could not account for this ; he kept his own cows. 
and fed them well. A fine of 40s. and costs was inflicted. 
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At Salford Borough Court, on the 23rd, Margaret Butters, who 
Ykeeps a provision shop at 65, Strawberry Hill, Pendleton, was 


_ “summoned at the instance of the Health Committee of the Corpora- 


-tion for selling adulterated milk. On the 16th of November a sample 
of the milk sold by the defendant was bought, and, on being 
ranalysed, it was found to be adulterated with 10 per cent. of water. 
There was another summons against William White, provision 
‘dealer, of 4, Frankin-street, Pendleton, andin this case the milk was 
found to contain 10 per cent. of added water. Butters was fined 
‘7s. 6d. and costs, and White 10s. and_costs. Mr. A. Holmes, deputy 
town clerk, prosecuted. 

At the Armagh Petty Sessions on the 24th, Sergeant Hamilton 
obtained a conviction against James Rutherford, farmer, for selling 
A fine of 5s. with 
‘7s. 6d. costs was imposed. The previous week, with a much larger 
Bench, a number of similar cases, showing a higher percentage of 
wator, were dismissed. 

Alfred Sawyer, 18, dairyman, Baxtergate, Pontefract, was charged 
at Wakefield on the 12th, with selling adulterated milk. Mr. Chas. 


‘Lowden defended. Mr. Wilson (County Council Inspector) said that 


‘on November 21st he visited the defendant’s premises and purchased 
@ pint of milk. This he had divided into three parts, one of which 
he submitted to Mr. Allen, the county analyst. The report of the 
sanalysis showed that the sample comprised 80 parts of milk and 20 of 
added water. In cross-examination by Mr. Lowden, the witness said 
‘the thought this was a case of serious adulteration. He was not 
aware the Somerset House authorities had tried a sample of milk 
direct from the cow, and found it to contain 74 per cent. of water. 
‘He asked for new milk. Mr. Roberts, assistant to the inspector, 
corroborated. In defence, Mr. Lowden said that in almost every case 
“they put some little quantity of water to the milk—in fact it was con- 
“sidered to be beneficial to the milk to add a little water. The defendant 
zand Wm. Johnson, his man, each swore that no water had been 
added, and that the inspector simply asked for a pint of milk, and 
mot new milk. Mr. Lowden thereupon submitted that where milk 
“was simply demanded skimmed milk might be supplied, and he 
“quoted a case to this effect. The Mayor said the Bench were unani- 
‘mously of opinion that there was a larger amount of water used with 
the milk than the law would allow. Itwas very important the public 
‘should be protected in these cases, and the defendant would be fined 
£1 and the costs. 

Frederick Kennett, of 18, Cheriton-road, Folkestone, was 
summoned by Inspector J. Pearson, with having {sold as milk a 
compound consisting of 78 per cent. of milk, and 22 per cent. of 
‘water. He pleaded guilty. It appeared that the Inspector and his 
agent (in this case a man named Frederick Kingsmill), went to the 
-defendant’s shop, and the agent purchased on behalf of the Inspector 


oa sample of milk, for which 2d. had been paid, and when the sale 


“was completed, Mr. Pearson informed defendant’s wife that the 
ssample had been purchased for analysis. Next morning, portion of 
the sample was delivered to the analyst, whose certificate showed 
‘the existence of 22 per cent. of added water. Mr. Pearson stated 
that defendant had a board displayed over his shop with the notice, 
“* New milk guaranteed.’”’ Defendant, in making an explanation to 
the Justices, said that his wife had left a young woman in the shop, 
and he was confident that the milk was perfectly pure when he left 
the shop, and in the same state as that in which it had been delivered 
to him. He had neither tampered with it himself nor instructed 
anyone else to do so. It was mixed milk, bought both from Mr. Finn 
and Mr. Gambrill. The Justices’ clerk (Mr. Bradley) told defendant 
that he could have protected himself by getting a guarantee from the 
wholesale purveyors. Mr. Poole (to the defendant); You are 
responsible for selling the milk in your shop, and if you buy it 
impure you have your remedy against the vendors. If this milk is 
sold at your shop by yourself, your wife, or anyone else, it matters 
not who, you will have to pay the penalty. Ina case of this kind 
the penalty is £10, but we do not wish to fine you so heavily as that, 
but if you are again convicted it is very likely that you will have to 
“pay the full penalty. Fined, with costs, £2 11s. 6d. 

At Liverpool on the 21st, Joseph Halligan, milk-dealer, was fined 
“20s. and costs for selling as pure milk to which had been added 
upwards of 10 per cent. of water. Thomas Reece, who had been 


previously fined for a similar offence, was now fined £3 and costs. 


At Dublin on the 8th inst., Patrick Leigh, of 22, and 23, Mary’s 


_ Abbey, was summoned by Food-Inspector Myers for exposing mar- 
_garine for sale without a label attached. He was fined £5. 


At Breightmet, Lancashire, Messrs. W. Ainsworth, and J. P. 
Haslam, County Magistrates, inflicted a fine of £1 and costs on the 
-8th inst., on John Mather, of Ash’s Farm, Breightmet, for sellizg 
. adulterated milk on the 18th November, when the Inspector of the 


‘County Police (Mr. Leeming) met defendant on Tong-Moor Road, 
‘Tong, with his milk cart. Having purchased a pint of new milk the In- 
. Spector said he was obtaining the‘fluid for examination by the County 


Analyst, whose certificate showed that 1:10th of the ‘milk’? was 
water. The milk was very poor, but defendant’s wife alleged to the 


Magistrates that it was fresh from the cow. The above fine was 
- imposed. 


William Simcox, of Tame Bridge Farm, West Bromwich, was 
summoned for a similar offence. Twosamples were taken, and Mr, 


. Jones, analyst, said both contained 10 per cent. of added water. The 


Bench fined defendant £5 and costs in each case, inall £13 19s. Mr. 
Vachell asked the Bench to state a case for appeal. 

Thomas Sedgley, of Wallsall Street, was fined £1 18s., including 
sosts, for a similar offence. 

Frederick Ensor, of Overend Street, West Bromwich, was also fined 


_ £1 12s., including costs, for a similar offence. 





At the Dublin police-court, on the 16th inst., Bryan Reilly, 5 
Waltham-terrace, was summoned by Mr. J. J. Myers, food inspector 
to the Corporation, for having sold him a pennyworth of buttermilk 
which was adulterated with 15 per cent. cf water exclusive of the 25 
per cent. allowed for churning purposes. Mrs. Reilly appeared, and 
said she had only a small churning that day, and she was keeping it 
for her own use. Fined £3. 


Wm. M’Cabe, 19, Marlborough-street, was summoned for selling a 
halfpenny-worth of milk, adulterated with 11 per cent. of water, to 
John Dolan, who had been sent into the shop by Mr. Myers. Fined 
£3. 


William Kavanagh, 40, Mountjoy-street, was summoned for selling 
a halfpenny-worth of new milk which was adulterated with 11 per 
cent. of water. Fined £1. 


On the 19th inst., at the Westminster police-court, before Mr. 
Sheil, William Hoare, 56, Tufton-street, Westminster, was summoned 
by Inspector MoNair, for that on the 24th November did sell to his 
prejudice milk which when analysed was found to be deprived of one- 
half of its fat. Defendant pleaded guilty, and a fine of 20s. and 
12s. 6d. costs. 


At the Brentford Police Court, on the 10th inst., before General 
Tremenheere (in the chair) and other magistrates, T. W. Craddock, 
of Spring Grove, Isleworth, was summoned for having sold milk with 
at least 20 per cent. of its fat abstracted. This case was first heard 
a fortnight ago, but was adjourned on defendant’s application that a 
sample of the milk should be sent to a Government analyst at 
Somerset House. The result of the analysis made by that official 
was now read, and stated that 28 per cent. of fat had been abstracted, 
the proportion being thus greater than stated in the summons and in 
the original analysis against which defendant had appealed. In- 
spector Tyler, in explanation of the deficiency in the county as 
compared with the Government analysis, stated that the county 
analyst took a very low standard in making his analyses. The Bench 
fined the defendant £10, including costs. j 


LARD. 


Frank Gorely, grocer, of 22, Dover-road, Folkestone, was summoned 
by Inspector Pearson with having sold as lard a mixture containing 
27 per cent. of foreign matter, to wit, oil and fat. In this case it 
appeared that the business is carried on by Arthur Gorely, brother to 
defendant. On the 21st November the inspector, through his agent, 
paid 3d. for a half-pound of lard, which, on analysis, was proved to 
be adulterated as specified above. On asking Arthur Gorely who was 
the owner of the business, he replied, ‘‘ Frank Gorely, of Sitting- 
bourne.”? Defendant’s manager, on being asked what he had to say, 
remarked that he had not thought it necessary to have the article 
labelled as a mixture. The Justices’ Clerk: You had better study the 
Act. The Manager: I sold it as lard, but it is well-known that we 
cannot buy lard at that price; it is impossible. Mr. Poole: The 
Bench consider your brother guilty of this offence. The Act was 
passed for the protection and safety of the public, and when people 
come to your shop for goods they are entitled to get what they pay 
for. Fined with costs £2 12s. 


On the 18th three grocers were summoned at the West Hartlepool 
Police Court under the Food and Drugs’ Act for alleged adulteration 
of lard. Mr. Herbert Bell, who appeared for defendants, took objec- 
tion at the outset to the manner in which the summonses had been 
made out. The offence, he contended, was not properly described in 
accordance with the Act, which required that full particulars of the 
alleged defect in the article or in what manner it was alleged to have 
been adulterated should be fully stated onthe summons. Mr. Higson 
Simpson, who appeared to prosecute, submitted that it was within 
the power of the Bench to amend the summonses, but Mr. Bell main- 
tained that his objection was fatal, and that the Bench could not 
convict !on the summonses they had issued. Ultimately, on the 
advice of their Clerk, the Magistrates decided to adjourn the cases 
for ten days in order to consider Mr. Bell’s objection. 


COCOA. 


Thomas Evans, grocer, 32, Pontmorlais, was summoned at Merthyr 
on the 19th inst., for selling cocoa which was not of the substance 
and quality demanded by the purchaser. Mr. Cross defended. 
Superintendent Thorney visited the defendant’s premises and asked 
for a quarter of a pound of cocoa, for which he was charged 
twopence. He asked also for two other packets, and paid sixpence 
for the three (the certificate of the public analyst as to the contents of 
one packet which he had forwarded to that office, being now handed 
in.)—Mr. Cross said this pearl cocoa had been before the public 30 
or 40 years, and the manufacturers (Messrs. Fry and Sons) had been 
in business 150 years, and it would be hard to presume fraud 
against them or against the retailer, who was purely innocent in 
this case.—Mr. Smyth suggested that the question was whether the 
label was specific enough.—Mr. Cross said the label was adopted on 
eminent advice when the Foods and Drugs’ Act was passed.—Mr. 
Smyth pointed out, first of all, that Mr. Morgan had described the 
analysis as one of ‘‘cocoa,”’ whereas it should have been described 
as ‘pearl cocoa.” The analyst showed all the sample contained 
besides cocoa was starch and sugar, neither of which was injurious 
to health, and neither of which, sold at the price, could be = fraud 
on the customer. There was no fraud, and nothing injurious, and 
they dismissed the summons. 

At Somerton, on the 19th, Joel Hutchings, Langport, was fined 
5s. and costs, for selling a packet of cocoa which had been adul- 
terated to the extent of 35 per cent of starch and sugar. 
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COFFEE. 


Charles Woodhouse, of York-road, Hammersmith, was summoned 
at the West London Police Court, on the 23rd inst., for selling coffee 
‘and chicory not being of the substance and quality demanded. In- 
spector Oatley, under the Food and Drugs’ Act, said on November 
‘15th he went into the defendant’s shop and asked for a pound of 
coffee and chicory. The defendant told him that he had none loose, 
but he had the mixture in tins. Witness then purchased two tins, 
each containing 4lb., and paid.1s. The analyst’s certificate was 
prcduced, stating that the sample contained ninety per cent. of 
chicory and not more than ten per cent. of coffee. In answer to Mr. 
Cockburn, the Inspector said the price of coffee was 1s. 6d. per 
pound and chicory 5d. per pound. Mr. Cockburn, clerk to the 
Hammersmith Vestry, argued that the defendant had sold chicory 
and coffee and not coffee and chicory, the mixture not being in due 
proportions. Mr. Curtis Bennett said the Inspector did not ask for 
the mixture in due proportions. Now that the defendant knew the 
nature of the contents of the tins he had better be careful. The 
‘defendant produced a similar tin bearing a label, and said he did not 
obtain 20 per cent. out of the sale. Mr. Curtis Bennett looked at the 
invoice for the tins, and said the middleman appeared to receive the 
benefit of the sale. The summons was then dismissed. 

_ At Tewkesbury on the 23rd, the Gloucester Co-operative and In- 
dustrial Society were charged with selling adulterated coffee. One 
pound of coffee was purchased, and upon analysis it was found to 
contain 25 per cent. of chicory. The defence was that the coffee was 
sold as a mixture, and that the wrapper bore a notice to this effect. 
The case was dismissed. 


At the Merthyr police-court, on the 19th inst., before Alderman 
Thomas Williams ani Mr. W. Smyth—Rees Jones, 7 Bethesda- 
street, Merthyr, was summoned under the Foods’ and Drugs’ Act, 
for selling coffee which was not of the substance and quality de- 
manded by the purchaser on the 7th ultimo. Supt. Thorney, as an 
inspector under the Foods’ and Drugs’ Act, prosecuted, and Mr. 
D. R. Edmunds, Cardiff, was for the defence. Supt. Thorney said 
he visited defendant’s shop and purchased a quarter pound of coffee. 
He had received from Mr. Morgan, the public analyst, a certificate 
showing that the sample contained 10 parts of coffee and 90 parts of 
chicory. Crogs-examined: He did not read the label on the tin. 
The learned advocate now said the inscription on the tin now pro- 
duced by him wasin French. The tin retained by the police was 
now opened, and found to have an English inscription upon it in 
colours. Mr. Edmunds submitted that as samples of different coffee 
had been taken, one could not govern the other, and the section of 
the Act had not been complied with. The magistrates dismissed the 
case as far as the coffee was concerned. 

Richard Williams, grocer, Aberdare-road, was summoned for 
selling coffee which was not of the nature and quality demanded by 
the purchaser, on the 8th ult. Mr. Edmunds defended. Superin- 
tendent Thorney said he purchased three } lb. tins of coffee and for- 
warded one sample to the public analyst (the certificate showing 15 
per cent. coffee and 85 per cent. of chicory). The magistrates dis- 
missed the case. 


SPIRITS. 


At Merthyr, on the 19th inst., Llewellyn Rees, Mountain Hare 
Inn, was summoned for selling adulterated whisky. Superintendent 
Thorney purchased samples, and the analysis by the county analyst 
showed that the whisky contained 28°31 of alcohol and 71:69 of 
water and extraneous ingredients. 

Edward Lewis, Farmers’ Arms, was similarly summoned. In this 
case the percentage of alcohol was 29°73 part, and of water 
and extraneous matter 70°27. Mr. J. W. Lewis contended, 
on the part of each defendant,fthat their custom was to display a 
notice, stating that the whisky was diluted with water, but inadver- 
tently the cards were not visible when the superintendent called. 
Defendants were in each case fined 20s. and costs. 

At Bow Street, on the 21st, Charles Auborn, landlord of the Crown 
and Cushion Publichouse, Parker-street, Drury-lane, appeared in 
answer to an adjourned summons for selling whisky diluted with 
39 per cent. of water. The proceedings were instituted by the Board 
of Works for the District of St. Giles, represented by Mr. Jones; 
Mr. W. Doveton-Smyth was for the defendant. It was proved that 
whisky purchased at the defendant’s house by Mr. W. H. Bond, an 
inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, had been diluted to the 
extent of 39 per cent.; but Mr. Smyth urged that defendant was not 
liable, inasmuch as he had exhibited in a conspicuous part of his 
bar a printed notice to the effect that all spirits sold there were di- 
luted, but not under half-proof strength. .The inspector and his 
assistant stated that they did not see this notice when they pur- 
chased the whisky, but defendant called a number of witnesses, who 
swore that it had been exhibited under the bar clock for a consider- 
able time. One of these witnesses, questioned by Mr. Vaughan, said 
that, to the best of his belief, the notice was in the following terms: 
‘‘ All liquor adulterated here.” (Loud laughter.) Mr. Vaughan dis- 
missed the summons, at the same time saying he thought it strange 
that defendant did not point to the notice when told that the whisky 
he had purchased was required for analysis. 


Henry Creese, landlord of the King’s Arms Inn, Littlehampton, 
was summoned on December 19th at Arundel, for selling whisky 
adulterated with three parts of added water. He pleaded guilty. 
Police-Sergeant Cross said on November 23rd, in consequence of in- 
structions received, he purchased a quartern of whisky at defen- 
dant’s house in River-road, Littlehampton. The whisky was served 
by defendant’s wife, and after the purchase was completed, witness 
explained that he was acting under the Food and Drugs Acts, and 











that it was purchased for analysis. The public analyist’s certificate 
stated that the whisky consisted of a mixture of 100 parts of 


whisky of the lowest legal strength (25 degrees under proof) and 


three parts of added water. The Magistrates were not quite satisfied 
as to what the analyst meant in his report, and the case was ad- 
journed for a fortnight to enable Superintendent Kennett to write for 
an explanation. 

At the Lyndhurst Divisional Petty Sessions, Frederick House was 
summoned for selling gin under proof. Inspector Hack, of Win- 
chester, proved the purchase of the spirit. The county analyst 
certified the sample sent him to consist of 88°7 parts of gin and 11°3 
water. It was 42-2 degrees under proof. Mr. Bell appeared for the 
defence, and stated that the gin was received at about the usual sel- 
ling strength under proof, and his wife, not knowing that, had diluted 
it. The Bench imposed a fine of £5, and the costs, 10s. 6d. Mr. 
Bell skh for a case for appeal on a point of law, which was 
granted. 

William Butler, Green Man Inn, Myerscough, was summoned at 
Garstang Petty Sessions, on the 16th inst. On the 24th November 
Superintendent Bourke, in his capacity as an inspector under the 
Food and Drugs Act, visited the house and asked to be supplied with 
a pint of rum from the same vessel with which the ordinary cus- 
tomers were supplied. The persons in the bar, however, were de- 
sirous to obtain the supply from a large jar, but ultimately the 
superintendent had his way, and he got his pint of rum from the 
usual bottle, and paid 2s. for it. The defendant’s wife having 
observed where the rum had keen served from, remarked, ‘‘ They 
ought to have gone into the cellar and got it from the vessels there.” 
The Superintendent then asked for a pint of gin, which was supplied 
to him, and for which he paid 1s. 9d., the usual price for gin of good 
quality. With respect to both purchases, Superintendent Bourke 
told the defendant that they were for the purpose of being sent to 
the public analyst. This was done, and from the report received in 
reply it appears that the rum contained 47 per cent. of water, or 22 
per cent. in excess, as publicans are allowed to sell it 25 under proof. 
‘The gin was not so bad, as it contained 42 per cent. of the crystal 
beverage, being only 7 per cent. in excess. The result of this dis- 
covery was that the defendant was summoned in both cases, and 
Superintendent Bourke and another witness having given evidence, 
the defendant stated that as regards the rum it was not to be sold to 
customers, but was some he had prepared to give to cattle when they 
were ill. The other bottles were placed on the shelf for ornaments, 
and he thought everything was right but the rum. The magistrates, 
considering the great length of time the defendant had kept the 
house without any complaint against him, fined him 10s. and costs 
in each case. 


LAUDANUM. 


At a special sitting at the Nottingham Guildhall on the 19th, Mr. 
Samberne Cook, chemist, of 71, Beech-avenue, Sherwood-rise, was 
summoned for selling laudanum alleged to be of a deficient nature, 
on the 30th of June last. Mr. F. B. Harris (from the Town Clerk’s. 
office) supported the summons, while Mr. Fraser appeared for the 
defendant. A six-ounce sample of laudanum ‘was purchased at de- 
fendant’s premises on the day in question by Inspector Old for 
1s. 6d. The borough avalyst’s certificate showed that it contained 
226 per cent. of morphine, instead of -754 as prescribed by the 
British Pharmacopeia. The sample was analysed by Dr. Otto 
Hehner, who certified that the laudanum was pure. Application was 
then made to the Justices by the prosecution to send the third 
sample to Somerset House, which was done, and the authorities. 
there certified it was deficient to the extent of 20 per cent. of mor- 
phine—that was, that the sample would contain 60 per cent. of 
morphine, instead of °754. For the defence it was alleged the 
laudanum had been sold by the defendant in the exact condition in 
which he had purchased it, and he stated that the remaining: 
quantity in his possession, from which the sample had been taken, 
had been subsequently analysed by the wholesale firm, who stated it. 
to be pure. The magistrates, after considering the case, thought it 
would be met if defendant paid the costs, {16s. It should be stated 
that it transpired in evidence that the defendant paid the full market. 
price for the drug. 


fn 


WORCESTERSHIRE COUNTY COUNCIL AND THE SALE 
OF FOOD AND DRUGS’ ACT. 


At the last meeting of the Worcestershire County Council, Mr. 
Howard called attention to the report of the county analyst, and! 
moved a resolution instructing the committee to present a report on 
the administration of the Food and Drugs’ Act, with the view to its. 
more efficient administration in the county. Comparing the work 
dcne in this county and other counties, it would appear that ac- 
cording to the analyst’s statement, 105 samples were submitted to. 
him, in Warwickshire 534, in Staffordshire 1,082, and Gloucester- 
shire 486. Whetherthe £100 paid to the analyst as salary was 
sufficient was a matter for consideration. 
administration of the Act was a perfect farce. He specially called 
attention to the relatively small number of samples of spirits that 
were analysed. In Worcestershire 25 samples were submitted, in 
Warwickshire 87, in Staffordshire 70. It was the duty of the County 
Council to see that the Act was properly carried out, and they were 
clearly failing to do so. The Chairman suggested to Mr. Howard 
that he should ask the Standing Joint Committee to report on the: 
way the Act was carried out, and whether it could be more- 
effectually done. Mr. Howard adopted the suggestion in the form. 
of a resolution. Dr. Fletcher seconded this, and it was carried. 





It was apparent that the- 
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in tins, and it only contained 10 per cent. of coffee. 
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CIRCULAR NOTES. 


Fry’s Peart Cocoa scan. 


We have again to record an extraordinary decision, by an un- 
paid magistrate, on the question as to what constitutes “ cocoa.” 
Superintendent Thorney prosecuted a Merthyr grocer for selling 


-him Pearl Cocoa, a substance which was proved cn analysis only 


to contain 20 per cent. of cocoa. Mr. Cross turned up from 
Bristol again to defend, and adduced the stock arguments in de- 
fence of Messrs. Fry. He seoms to have won over the magis- 
trates on the point of fact that there was no attempt to defraud ; 
but these wiseacres of the bench, two egregious persons named 
Williams and Smyth, went out of their way solemnly to upbraid 
the public analyst, Mr. W. Morgan, of Swansea, for describing 
the analysed samples as “Cocoa,” instead of “ Pearl Cocoa.” 
The logical result of this fine specimen of Dogberry wisdom is 
that Pearl Cocoa should not be described as cocoa at all. We 
wonder how Messrs. Fry like this description of their goods ? 





Frencu CHicory. 


Messrs. Williams and: Smyth had an easy way out of another 
case in which a grocer named Rees Jones was summoned for sel- 
ling coffee adulterated with chicory. It was French Coffee, sold 
The Inspec- 
tor, instead of buying one tin and dividing it into three for 
analysis, bought three tins and sought to establish a case on one 
of them. A technical objection, however, was sustained, and 
the summons was dismissed with costs. Other food inspectors 
should take note of the failure of the case. The onns of sellin 
this stuff as coffe was clearly on the seller, as the French labe: 
makes no mention of coffee at all. It runs thus :— 

5 “Caféier Chicorée de Créme. Thiers et Cie, Rue St. Honoré, 
aris. 

Cette particuli¢re espéce de Chicorée est recommendée, fortement 
qu'elle est égale en arome au café de Bresil. . . . Il faut qu'elle soit 
faite au lait chaud. . .. On ajoute le sucre selon gout.’’ 

The magistrates in effect declared that the purchaser shall 
take care of himself. If this is so, what was the use of passing 
an Adulteration Act ? 


Dirty Mix. 


A correspondent of the Liverpool Courier says on Dec. 23rd: 

‘¢ T frequently read in your journal about dealers getting fined for 
selling milk adulterated with water. I wish the water was the worst 
of it. For some years back we have been disgusted over here in 
Cheshire with the quantity of dirt which is found in the milk after 
standing over night, and carefully strained the residuum is horrible. 
We frequently read about inspectors being appointed to overlook 
factories, mines, and the like, but in my opinion none of them require 
an ipspectcr more than our farmers who supply such dirty milk. 
Our farmers require to go over to Holland to see how the Dutch 
manage their cattle. To go into a shippon there is like going into a 
kitchen, floor tiled, and everything keptclean. Along the ceiling 
there is a rod, and opposite to each cow there is a vessel suspended, 
into which the cow’s tail is placed, so that the tail does not touch the 
ground. The cattle rest on a platform a few inches above the 
ground, with a gutter behind with sufficient gradient to carry off all 
the refuse. Iam told by some in the trade that in order to keep 
the milk clean the cows should be frequently washed with hot water 
—this not only keeps them clean but healthy.” 


ANOTHER REASON FoR MILK ADULTERATION. 
Mr. R. 8S. Cole, of Great Oakley, who was last week fined 


twenty pounds for selling adulterated milk at Harwich, writes 


to the Esser County Chronicle saying that it is very unfortunate 
that this time of the year should have been chosen to test the 
quality of milk. He is milking 12 cows, seven of which ought 
tobe dry. In order, however, to keep up the supply of milk, he 
is feeding them on mangoid and brewer's grains, with hay, a food 
well known to produce a quantity of milk at the expense of 
quality. 


An INTERESTING LreGAL Pont. 


At Bourne (Lincolnshire) Police Court, on the 22nd inst., a 
case was heard which involved the question of the right of pro- 
secuting a second time for the same offence when the first sum- 
mons had been dismissed. Samuel Prescott was charged with 
adultering milk by adding 16 per cent. of water. Ata previous 
Court the charge was dismissed on technical grounds, the sum- 
mons not stating the nature of the adulteration. For defen- 
dant, it was now contended that a decision had been given, and 
there could not be a second prosecution. The Bench held that 
as the case was not originally dismissed on its merits but 
upon a technicality, the second summons was good. ‘The defen- 
dant was fined 20s. and costs. 

















THE WarTER IN Butrer QUESTION. 

At Tewkesbury, on the 23rd inst.,, Superintendent McRae- 
addressing the Bench, said he had received a sample of butter 
which, upon being analysed, was found to contain 21 per cent. of 
water. Well-made butter need only contain 10 to 12 per cont. 
of water, and any amount over 16 per cent. must be considered 
an adulteration. He wished it to be publicly known that a 
prosecution would arise from the next case of this description. 
We commend Superintendent McRae’s action to other Inspec- 
tcrs under the Food and Drugs Acts. 


peat 





DisEAsED MxzEat. 

At Blackburn, on the 28rd inst., Thomas Butterfield, a 
butcher in a large way of business, was fined £50 and costs, or 
three months’ imprisonment for exposing for sale the carcase of 
a cow which had died of a fever. Defendant’s counsel offered to 
give £10 toa charity if the conviction was withheld, but the 
bench said one-quarter of the animal had not been found, and 
the probability was that it had been sold. We heartily 
applaud this action of the Blackburn magistrates in refusing to 
“square” so abominable an offence, and only regret that the 
penalty was not made imprisonment without the option of a 
fine. 


APPOINTMENT OF Posiic ANALYST aT WEST BROMWICH. 

The Town Council of the County Borough of West Bromwich, 
have elected Mr. John White, F.1.C., to the post of public 
analyst. Mr. White has been for several years chiet assistant to 
Dr. Bostock Hill, public analyst to the county of Warwick. 

GOVERNMENT ANALYSTS AND PRIVATE PRACTICE. 

Since we published our article on the undercutting practices 
of Somerset House chemists, we have received the following 
extract from the Chemical Trade Journal, which expresses the 
opinion of a large number of professional chemists :— 

‘If the poor pay which the Government analysts get has any- 
thing to do with their being allowed to testify as to the purity of an 
impure article, when they are supposed to act as referrees (and this 
explanation has been suggested), all we can say is that such a state- 
ment is contrary to the policy of the Somerset House officials, as it 
transpires that they recently undertook and performed certain 
analyses at a figure which cut the ground from under the feet of any 
analyst in public practice. If they can afford to do this, we venture 
to suggest that the remuneration of their own analysts should be of a 
more generous nature. 

We believe, however, that when enquiries were made touching the 
point of the fees charged for the analyses just referred to, it was 
stated that the case was an exceptional one, and they only charged 
what it actually cost for chemicals. If this was so, the margin left 
for profit between the figure computed by Somerset House for the 
cost of chemicals alone, and the charges made for similar work by 
several analysts of repute, is so small that we can only wonder how 
they manage to float themselves over the quicksands of the bank- 
ruptcy court. 5 

But we do wonder—have wondered—and shall continue to wonder 
over many things if they have their own way at Somerset House, a 
state of things which will certainly not be altered unless analysts 
co-operate and retain the vantage ground which they have gained.” 





Tue “ Datty CHRONICLE” ON CHEAP GOVERNMENT ANALYSES, 
The Analytical Department of Somerset House, as a result 
probably of the public comments which have recently been 
made on its management, has already occupied the special 
attention of the Board of Inland Revenue in connection with 
the allegations that some of the analytical chemists in the em- 
ployment. of the Government are indirectly interested in the sales 
of food and drugs which form the subject of official investigation. 
We are told by Foon, Drues anp Drinx that the authorities 
have issued an order which will obviate the possible continuance 
of an anomaly of that kind. But there are other subjects to 
which the Board might with advantage direct its attention, if 
the allegations which have been made in the columns of our 
contemporary are capable of proof. It is probably no breach of 
Somerset House regulations for a Government chemist to 
undertake private work, but the objections to the continuance of 
such a practice are manifest, and they are strengthened when we 
are informed that analyses have been undertaken by public 
officers at one-third of the fee charged by analysts who have to 
defray the expenses of their own laboratories ! 








NOTICE. 





Tuer Editors beg to thank the many Public Analysts, Medical 
Officers of Health, Sanitary Inspectors, and Inspectors under 
the Food and Drugs’ Acts, who have sent reports, notes of cases, 
and written approving of the objects of Foop, Druas anp 
Drink, and will be glad if Public Analysts and Medical Officers 
of Health generally will oblige by sending regularly their reports, 
and such cases of importance as occur in their districts. 
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PUBLIC HEALTH NOTES. 


The result of the adjourned hearing, of the sum- 
monses issued by the Islington Vestry against the London School 
Board for permitting “two foul and defective nine-inch drains ” 


to exist at the Yerbury Road Schools, Holloway, had not reached . 


us when we went to press, and we must refrain from comments 
until a future number. The prosecution has revealed a pretty 
quarrel between the two boards. The School Board Committee 
which visited the place declared with self-satisfied unction that 
the drains were in good order; and Dr. Alfred Harris, the Medi- 
cal Officer of Health of the parish, has, on the other hand, 
showed that the drains were badly laid and imperfectly jointed, 
permitting leakage of soil and exhalations of gases. He was 
supported in his contention that the defective drains were a 
danger, by the evidence of Mr. James P. Barber, the Islington 
Surveyor, Dr. W. Corfield, and Mr. T. De Courcy Meade. 


The Watch Committee of the Halifax Town Council have 
reduced the number (over 300) of applicants for the post 
of inspector of weights and measures to the following 
six:—William Clucas, lLord-street, Halifax; Walter Pear- 
son, Milton-terrace, Halifax; Henry J. Swaine, Dryclough, 
Salterhebble; F. G. 8. Seed, Portland-place, Halifax; Oliver 
Bairstow, Ainley Cottage, Elland ; and George F. Gibbs, Milton- 
street, Halifax. The salary offered is £90 perannum. The 
final selection will be made on the 3rd prox, 


Professor Crookes, F.R.S., and Mr, William Odling, F.R.S., in 
their report on the composition and quality of the water sup- 
plied to London during November, state that they have exam- 
ined 182 samples of the water provided by seven London com- 
panies, and have found them in each case well filtered, clear, and 
bright. There was, however, a noticeable increase for the month 
in the proportion of organic matter present in the water. 


At the Hampstead Vestry last week the Sanitary Committee 
recommended that the vendor of the sample of butter, numbered 
201, purchased by the inspector and found upon analysis to con- 
tain 70 per cent. of margarine, be prosecuted. Mr. Leffmann 
asked if there was any reason why the names of people who 
adulterated butter to the extent of 70 per cent. should not have 
their names mentioned. He thought it was showing them more 
consideration than they deserved. The Chairman said that the 
name would be known when the case was brought before the 
Justices. Mr. Sharp said it had always been thought advisable 
that when they were considering whether they should prosecute 
any one they should consider facts only and not names. The 
proposal was carried. 

Es 


GROGGING IN BELFAST. 





At the Belfast Summons Court, on the 20th inst,, William Walter 
Brydon, William John Scully, and Robert Hanna, trading as Brydon 
and Co., at 54, Victoria-street, were summoned at the suit of the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue for having 71 gallons of spirits 
over and above the quantity shown in their stock-book. There was a 
second count in the summons praying that the spirit and casks con- 
taining it should be forfeited. Mr. A. J. Lewis represented the 
Commissioners of Inland Revenue, and Mr. Daniel O’Rorke the de- 
fendants. Mr. O’Rorke, on behalf of his clients, pleaded guilty. He 
said he would not take up the time of the Court, as Mr. Lewis had 
already stated the law bearing upon the point at issue. He wished 
to point out, however, that their Worships had it in their power to 
mitigate the penalty to which the defendants were liable to one-fourth, 
and that they could recommend a still further mitigation. 

Mr. Eaton, the presiding magistrate: You have already pleaded 
guilty, and nothing remains but for the Court to inflict the penalty 
mitigated to one-fourth. You can petition the Commissioners of 
Inland Revenue, and I am sure they will take the matter into con- 
sideration. 

The spirit and the barrels were ordered to be forfeited to her 
Majesty’s use. 

Mr. Henry Toner, spirit merchant, was summoned for that he had 
14 gallons over the quantity recorded in his stock-book. Mr. 
Joseph Donnelly appeared for the defendant, and pleaded guilty. A 
fine of £14, mitigated to one-fourth, was inflicted, accompanied by 
an order forfeiting the spirit and the cask. The same defendant was 
also summoned for that he, being a retailer of spirits, at No. 133, 
Ormeau-road, did on the 25th August last receive 36 gallons of 
spirits, accompanied by a certificate, and did not immediately cancel 
same, as prescribed and demanded according to the statute. Mr. 
Donnelly said he was prepared to plead guilty in this case also, but 
he desired to put forward some extenuating circumstances. Mr. 
Lewis objected, and remarked that if this procedure were adopted he 
would be compelled to open his case. Having regard to what Mr. 
Donnelly had said, however—viz., that he would plead guilty, he 
was of opinion that the case should be left to the Court, as he could 
produce evidence that would largely tend to aggravate the charge. 

Mr. Eaton, who said he had heard each side, gave the judgment of 
the Bench, which was that Mr, Toner would be fined £50, mitigated 
to one-fourth, but the Court would give no expression as to further 
mitigation. 


MERCHANDICE MARKS’ ACT. 


BOGUS BRANDS ON AMERICAN PRODUCE. 


At a meeting of the Provision Curers’ Association of Ulster, on the 


20th inst., at which Mr. Joha R. Burnett, the president, presided, a 


number of resolutions vital to the interests of the trade were passed. 
The association has for some time past been in correspondence with 
the provision section of the London Chamber of Commerce, and with 
other leading associations in England, as well as with the South of 
Ireland Association, with a view to having the matter of the marking 
and describing of American provisions in Great Britain and Ireland 
brought before the Government on the earliest opportunity. The 
contention of the Provision Curers’ Association of Ulster has all 
along been that the Merchandise Marks’ Act of 1887 is not sufficiently 
definite in its terms to enable the authorities to cope successfully with 
the misleading marking of American provisions, which is known 
to exist, and evidence was given by some of the members 
to that effect before the Commission which sat in 1890 to inquire 
into the working of the act, Since the decision in Lipton’s case, the 
decisions in the cases of Bancroft and Company, of Liverpool, and 
Kilvert of Manchester, have materially borne out the contention of 
the association that the Merchandise Marks’ Act of 1887 affords very 
little protection to the trader and to the consumer. A few weeks ago 
the secretary of the association proceeded to Bolton, in England, and 
he there bought considerable quantities of American bacons and 
hams, all of which were sold to him as, and guaranteed to be 
“¢ Belfast roll,” ** Waterford,’ and Wiltshire,” and in each case the 
party selling the goods, when threatened with proceedings, admitted 
that the goods were American. It is the intention of the association 
to bring the matter before the House of Commons as soon as possible, 
and the resolutions were passed and forwarded to the English Board 
of Trade, in whose hands the administration of the Merchandise 
Marks’ Act is placed. The association is anxious that as much 
publicity as possible shonld be given to their efforts in the matter, as 
the question of home provisions versus American provisions is 
becoming a very serious one, so much so, that the members of the 
trade in this country forsee that, unless some protection from the 
unscrupulous marking of American provisions is immediately 
afforded, ths home trade will soon become practically extinct. 


The resolutions are as follows :—‘‘ That, in view of the recent de- 
cision of the Queen’s Bench Division on the case stated in the pro- 
secution brought against Thomas J. Lipton for infringing the Mer- 
chandise Marks’ Act, 1887, in which decision it was held that the 
words ‘ Lipton’s prime cure,’ finest quality smoked ham, own cure, 
at Lipton’s market,’ applied to American bacon and ham, did not 
constitute an infringement of the above Act, the members of this 
association are of opinion that it is absolutely essential to the pre- 
servation of the English and Irish provision trade that the existing 
Merchandise Marks’ Acts be amended in such manner that traders in 
Great Britain and Ireland selling American provisions branded de- 
scribed, or marked with any English words shall be compelled to 
state on such brand or description that the goods so branded and 
described are the product of the United States, or of any other country, 
as the case may be.” That the members of this association are of 
opinion that the provisions of the Merchandise Marks’ Act,1887, which 
give powers to the Customs authorities to seize and confiscate Ameri- 
can or other goods coming into Great Britain bearing British marks 
or descriptions, or words signifying that the goods are of British 
origin, should be extended in such manner as to render liable to 
seizure goods which are imported into this country with or without 
any descriptive marks or words, and which, after having passed the 
Customs authorities, are branded and described with marks and des- 
criptions such as would have rendered them liable to seizure by the 
Customs authorities, had such marks and descriptions been upon 
such goods at the time of import.’’ ‘‘ That, in the opinion of the 
members of this association, it is absolutely necessary in order to 


give effect to the provisions of the Merchandise Marks’ Act, that 


proper persons be appointed or empowered by the Board of Trade to 
see that the provisions of the Act are enforced, as for obvious reasons 
it is unfair and inexpedient that prosecutions be instituted on the 
informations of private individuals only, according to the practice 
which seems to obtain at the present time.”’ 


ANSWERS TO CORRESPONDENTS. 


A CORRESPONDENT suggests that we should open a column for 
questions and answers upon points of importance respecting tho 
Sale of Food and Drugs’ Acts. We shall be pleased to hear from 
other inspectors. 


‘“‘T purchased for the purpose of analysis three small tins of 
sardines, for which I paid 1s. each, and the analyst certifies that they 
are not sardines but sprats. Is this an offence against the Food and 
Drugs’ Acts ? ‘WAS Dew 


[Undoubtedly under clause 6 of the Sale of Food and Drugs’ 
Act, 1875, it is an offence, as the. article is not of the nature, 
substance, and quality demanded by the purchaser.—Ep. | 
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IMPORTANT TO GROCERS. 


We have pleasure in giving publicity to the following patrio- 
tic and necessary circular of The Dairy Produce Defence 
Association, the president of which is the Right Hon. Lord 


_ Fitzhardinge. The hon. secretary is Dr. Bond, Gloucester. It 


has we understand been sent to such provision dealers as are 
known to the association. We publish it in order that it may 
reach all interested in the development of English dairy 
farming :— 

_I am desired by the Council of the above Association to draw 


_ your attention as a vendor of butter to the increasing practice of 


selling fraudulent imitations of that article. 

The extent to which this practice has grown in this immediate 
neighbourhood is shown by the fact that of 92 samples purchased 
recently in it by the above Association as “ butter,” from as many 
different vendors, over 20 per cent. were found on examination to be 
adulterated either with a fraudulent excess of water, or with more 
than 20 per cent. of margarine. 

It is impossible to ignore the fact that in the butter trade, as in 
all others, there are to be found persons so thoroughly dishonest 
that they will stoop to any fraud for the sake of making a little gain, 
but the Council feel bound to believe that a large portion of those 
who sell fraudulent butter either do so unknowingly, or find their 
excuse in the unfair competition to which they have been subjected 
by those who commenced the practice. 

With the view of checking this form of fraud, which is prejudicial 
to the interests not only of the honest trader but of the maker of 
genuine butter and of the public generally, especially of the poorer 
classes, who are chiefly defrauded by it, I am desired by the Council 
to forward to you the accompanying specimens of a placard and of a 
notice for a butter wrapper, and to ask whether you will undertake 
to exhibit the former in a prominent position in your shop, and to 
use a wrapper bearing the words indicated on the specimen for 
enwrapping every parcel of butter sold by you ? 

I am to add that with the view of helping the public to recognise 
those vendors who are willing to assist the Association in putting 
down this fraudulent practice, the Council will keep a list of those 
tradesmen who adopt these forms, and will from time to time ad- 
vertise their names in the public journals and elsewhere. 

They will also continue the practice of purchasing samples of 
butter in an inconspicuous way, and of examining them, for the pur- 
pose of ensuring that the requirements of the Margarine and other 
Acts are complied with, and that those vendors who persist in de- 
fying them shall be punished with the utmost severity of the law. 

In regard to this latter point it may be well to call the attention 


of such persons to the fact that vendors of fraudulent butter may 


be prosecuted under any one of three separate sets of Acts of Parlia- 
ment, viz., the Sale of Food and Drugs’ Act, which provide for each 
offence a penalty not exceeding £20; the Margarine Act, the highest 
penalty of which is a fine of £100; and the Merchandise Marks 
Act, the severest penalty of which is imprisonment with hard labour 


- for a period not exceeding two years. 


I am also to point out to you that you can sufficiently protect 
yourself against the danger of unknowingly selling an adulterated 
article by requiring the same guarantee of purity with each parcel 
of butter that you purchase as the Council invite you to give with 


each parcel that you sell. 


Ishall be glad to receive a reply from you at your early con- 
venience, and am Your obedient. Servant, 
Francis T. Bonn, M.D., 
Honorary Secretary. 
FORM. OF PLACARD FOR EXHIBITION IN SHOP. 
“The Public are hereby informed that all Butter sold here is 
guaranteed to be Pure.’’ 





FORM OF NOTICE FOR BUTTER-WRAPPER. 


THIS BUTTER, 
SOLD BY 
"**" is guaranteed to be Pure. 
*Name and Address of Vendor to be printed in this space. 


FORM OF GUARANTEE. 
Which it is suggested each retailer of butter should require with each 
parcel of butter that is supplied to him. 
*‘ This Parcel of Butter is guaranteed to be free from any improper 
amount of water, and from any fat but that which is obtained from 


the milk of the cow.” 





SIQNEM aereisrateleaioie.s's's 419,610 sales slo's o'ein.c.e.¢ 

AddreSS occ cccccccrccccccccccccscccces 

Dateie «ats a sleieiersie.s'o1s Wid aislaisfetsaieeleis 3 sels 

Specimens of the above Placard and Wrapper may be obtained on 

application at the Office of the Dairy Produce Defence Association, 
Longsmith-street, Gloucester. , 

[We shall be pleased to assist by every means in our power 

this sensible Act of Dr. Bond and the committee associated with 

him, and are only sorry that such an important work has not 

been undertaken by the body paid to safeguard and develop 


_ English Dairy farming—we mean the circumlocution Board of 


Agriculture. Perhaps it may wake up Mr. Herbert Gardner to 


_ the fact that no public servant has a right to receive from his 


country some £40 per week for doing nothing ?) 
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REFUSING TO SELL SAMPLES. 


Mrs. Crookes, Attercliffe-road, Sheffield, was summoned on 
December 21st, for having, on the 9th November, refused to sell 
Inspector Gibson a sample of milk for the purpose of analysis. Mr. 
Sayer prosecuted, and Mr. A. Muir Wilson appeared on behalf of the 
defendant. 

Mr. Sayer said the proceedings were taken by the Health Com- 
mittee under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, 1875. The defendant 
was charged with having refused to sell a sample of milk, contrary 
to Section 17 of the Act, which provided that tradesmen were com- 
pelled to sell to any officer, but not necessarily to any private 
person. It was absolutely necessary to his (Mr. Sayer’s) mind that 
in order to properly carry out the provisions of the law, a person 
should not be allowed to refuse to sell anything exposed for sale on 
the ground that it was intended for other purposes than for. sale. 
Inspectors Gibson and Jackson visited the defendant’s shop and saw 
a milk can, with all the measures hanging inside, standing near a 
number of other cans. The can in question contained about three 
quarts of what looked like milk, and it was standing in a room 
which was usually used as a milk shop. Mr. Gibson asked what 
kind of milk the can contained, and the defendant said it was old 
milk and not for sale. He asked for apint and a half of the milk, 
for which he tendered 3d., but she refused to supply him, and put 
the money back into his pocket. Inspector Jackson then asked the 
price of the milk per quart, and she replied 2d., but would not sell 
any as it was ‘“‘can washings for the baker.” 

Inspector Gibson corroborated this statement. Cross-examined 
by Mr. Wilson, witness said the can was standing just inside the 
cellar door, which was open, and it stood in the midst of about a 
dozen other cans. It was exposed for sale, and he could see the can 
with the measures inside immediately he entered the house, although 
he would probably be several yards distant. 

Inspector Jackson gave similar evidence. 

Mr. Wilson, for the defence, said the shop did not belong to Mrs. 
Crookes, but to her husband. He was the registered proprietor, and 
if there was an exposure of sale it was he and not the defendant 
who should have been summoned. He contended that the whole of 
the evidence negatived any charge of exposure for sale. The defen- 
dant told the officers that the milk they wanted to purchase was old 
washings for the baker. The object of the Act was to prevent there 
being palmed off upon the public as milk that which was not milk. 

Mrs. Crookes, the defendant, then gave evidence. She said it was 
her custom as the cans came back every day to rinse them out with 
milk, which she poured into a large can at the cellar head, and after- 
wards gave to the pigs or sold to the baker as washings. Inspector 
Gibson came to her shop on the 9th November, and asked for a quart 
of new milk. She told him she had not ‘a sup left,’’ whereupon he 
went four steps down the cellar, came up again, and pointing to the 
can containing the old milk inquired ‘‘ What’s this ’ere?’’ She told 
him it was the drainage of all the vessels that had comein. He 
asked for a quart, which she refused to supply. 

Mr. Sayer then briefly addressed the bench, and contended that if 
the magistrates were satisfied that the milk was intended for sale, 
the right person had been summoned, 

After a few minutes’ consideration, the Bench dismissed the case 
on the ground that they were not satisfied that the milk was exposed 
for sale. 





FARMERS WAKING UP. 


At the last meeting of the Montgomeryshire County Council 
a letter from the Buttington Farmers’ Club, signed by Richard 
Edwards, hon. secretary, stated that at a meeting of the club, 
held on December lst, the question of appointing a county 
analyst was again discussed, and the members were still of 
opinion that it would be greatly to the interest of all agricul- 
turists if one was appointed, and that if a retaining fee of £50 
was offered by the County Council, in addition to the ordinary 
fees, there would be no difficulty in finding a properly qualified 

erson. 
e In reply to an invitation from the Chairman, Mr. Edwards 
said he had nothing to add to what he had said in the letter, but 
no doubt there were many present who, like himself, believed 
that a county analyst would be a great advantage to farmers. 

Mr. J. Shuker said there were no doubt many farmers in the 
county strongly in favour of a county analyst being appointed, 
and he could well understand their feelings, because many 
farmers had no idea whatever of putting 'up samples for analy- 
sis, and consequently it would be a great advantage to them to 
have a local man at Newtown or Welshpool, to whom they might 
go for assistance, 

Mr. Lester Smith said he did not want to say one word against 
the proposal of the Buttington Farmers’ Club, but he would 
like to point out that there were already facilities at Aberyst- 
with for analysing everything in connection with agriculture at 
a very small cost. As the appliances were already there it would be 
strengthening the hands of the College authorities, and at the 
same time getting the work done for very little if they entered 
into an arrangement with Aberystwith. 

Mr. Addie suggested that the matter should be referred to the 
Technical Instruction Committee. 

This was seconded by Dr. Edwards (Llanfyllin), and carried. 
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CORRESPONDENCE. 


To the Evrror of Foop, Druas anp Drink. 


Sm,—In common with most other Public Analysts, I have been | 


greatly interested in the articles on the Somerset House Laboratory, 
which have recently appeared in your columns. I would rather that 
some of the criticisms should have been less strongly worded, but 
the statements made in them are unfortunately for the most part only 
too true. 


A lengthy correspondence passed between Dr. Bell and myself 
some eight years ago, which affords a somewhat startling insight 
into the difficulties with which Public Analysts have to contend in 
‘their relations with Somerset House. 


The correspondence in question had its origin in a disputed case of 
alleged adulteration of sweet spirit of nitre, a sample of which was 
found by four independent analysts to contain only an insignificant 
trace of the real nitrous ether which is its most important con- 
stituent. The sample was referred by the magistrates to Somerset 
House, and in the official letter of instructions to Dr. Bell he was re- 
quested to report whether the sample was destitute or not of nitrous 
ether. The certificate from Somerset House was as follows :— 


*« The sample of sweet spirit of nitre referred to in the annexed 
letter and eealed as described therein was received here on the 5th 
inst. 

‘We hereby certify that we have analysed the same and declare 
that it contains 1:3 per cent. of nitrous ether. 


“This result agrees with that of sweet spirit of nitre prepared 
according to a formula given in the London Pharmacopmia of 18651, 
a method which is still largely used and recognised by the trade. 


“As witness our hands this seventeenth day of July, 1884. 


(Signed) “J. Bet, Ph.D., F.R.S. 
R. Bannister, 
G. Lewin.” 


In reply to an official letter asking for farther information, Dr. Bell 
wrote to the Clerk to the Justices in the following words :—“ It was 
stated in the letter accompanying the sample that it was found to 
be destitute of the real nitrous ether. and consequently our attention 
was specially directed to the estimation of this constituent, by the 
application of the most recent methods of analysis.” It appeared, 
however, from subsequent correspondence, that the figure 1-3, re- 
ported by Dr. Bell and colleagues as the percentage of real nitrous 
ether in the sample, was not, as stated by them, the result of the 
‘‘ application of the most recent methods of analysis ” (which,however, 
were apparently habitually used by them), but was obtained by 
Dr. Muter’s permanganate process. Thus the figure 1-3, upon which 
the Somerset House opinion was based, uctually represented the 
total oxidisable matters (aldehyde, &c.) present in the sample, and 
did not really prove the presence of real nitrous ether at all. In the 
same letter, addressed to the Clerk to the Justices, and intended for 
use in court at the hearing of the case, Dr. Bell stated that the 
quantity of the sample submitted to him was insufficient to enable 
him to ascertain the specific gravity. Dr. Bell had a fair third-share 
of the sample, and both the analyst who condemned the sample, and 
the analyst who examined the defendant’s portion, ascertained the 
specific gravity. The quantity sent to Dr. Bell was not less than 
half an ounce. 


I send you herewith a complete copy of the correspondence con- 
nected with the above case, but fear it is too lengthy to reproduce in 
extenso. I shall be happy to show the original letters to any respon- 
sible person who may be interested in them. 

I am, Sir, 
Yours respectfully, 


Sheffield. ALFRED H. ALLEN. 
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Superintendent M’NeilJ, of Arbroath, has received from Mr. 
G. D. Macdougald, public analyst for the burgh, his report on 
twelve samples of milk forwarded last week. Three of the 
samples were reported very low in fat, two low in fat, and four 
slightly low in fat ; while three are passed without remark. Mr. 
Macdougald says the quality of the milk has, on the whole, 
dropped very much. The last average (lst November) showed: 
—Total solids, 12; and fat, slightly over 8 per cent. The pre- 
sent average is :—Total solids, 12°18 per cent. ; and fat, 2:79 per 
cent. One sample was particularly low in fat, and had been 
skimmed. Selling such a milk for new or sweet milk was, Mr. 
Macdougald says, quite absurd. 
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SELLING UNSTAMPED MEDICINES. 


A GLASGOW CHEMIST FINED £70, 





At Glasgow Justice of Peace Court, on the 22nd inst., Messrs. 
Joshua H. Collins and David M’Cowan on the bench, Mark Fogget 
Thompson, chemist, Gordon-street, was charged at the instance of 
the Inland Revenue authorities with contravening the Act of Parlia- 
ment regulating the sale of patent medicines. On fourteen occasions 
during the past three months he sold patent medicines enclosed in 
wrappers which did not bear the necessary Excise stamps, thereb 
rendering himself liable to a statutory penalty of £10 for eac 
offence. 

Mr. A. Orr Deas, advocate, stated that the accused, acting under 
his advice, had tendered a plea of guilty. He had for a long time 
been a highly respected and honoured citizen of Glasgow, where he 
had carried on business as a homeopathic chemist for a considerable 
number of years. He was the inventor and patentee of a large 
number of medicines, some of which were mentioned in the case. 
For many years Mr. Thompson had been in the habit of giving these 
medicines away free of charge to hospitals and also to clergymen 
who worked among the poorer classes. With one exception, the 
fourteen charges related to patent medicines of Mr. Thompson’s 
own preparation. The exception was one of Count Mattei’s 
specifics, which he imported direct from Italy, which, under 
a mistaken belief that it was unnecessary on that ac- 
count that it should bear- an Inland Revenue stamp, 
had been sold without the necessary label. It was not sug- 
gested that Mr. Thompson himself vended the medicines, They 
were sold by his assistants, who had given them away through in- 
advertance. Mr. Thompson had three shops in the city, including 
the shop in Gordon Street. He had also a shop in Edinburgh, and 
in addition he had a manufactory. It was impossible with so large 
a business as all this implied that Mr. Thompson could always be at 
hand to see that his assistants were properly attending to their 
duties, and were not selling what was meant only for donation or 
sample, Of course Mr. Thompson, in law, was responsible for his 
assistants, but he would only say that Mr. Thompson extremely re- 
gretted that he had unintentionally and unfortunately broken the 
law ; and he was instructed by him to say further that such a thing 
as this could not occur in future, as arrangements had been made 
whereby all articles intended for sample or donation would be 
specially marked ‘‘free sample.’’ In these circumstances he sub- 
mitted that the Court should modify to a small sum the penalty 
exigible for the offence. 

The Procurator Fiscal (Mr. Threshie) said that the information 
which he had received was to the effect that in the case of 41 pur- 
chases made in the three several shops which Mr. Thompson had in 
Glasgow, in only three of them did the medicines have the Govern- 
ment stamp on them. It was impossible for the shopman to have 
given them away by mistake if there were 41 cases. There have 
been before this 10 complaints brought in and lodged against Mr. 
Thompson, therefore he is not in ignorance of what he is doing. 

The Court imposed a penalty of £5 for each offence, or £70 in all 
—failing payment, one month in prison. The fine was paid. 


SS ED 


WEDNESDAY’S PRODUCE MARKETS. 


WHEAT AND Gratn—There was a steady demand on the Baltic and 
at Mark-lane. On the Baltic Russian wheats continued to hold up 
the market, and no Australian was on offer. At Mark-lane, English 
wheat sold slowly, and flour was quiet. At Liverpool, Californian 
advanced 4d. over the previous day’s rates. At Edinburgh, the tone 
of the market was flat, and the average price of wheat was 25s. 5d., 
oats, 21s. 5d. 


Provistons—Tho London market presented a holiday appearance 
but although there has been no inquiry, holders adhere to late prices 
Choice September Canadians are 53s. to 54s., and occasionally 55s. , 
September States, 53s.; and August States, 48s. to 51s.; but earlier 
makes are still held back for better prices. Dutch is quiet—Edams, 
60s. to 64s. Goudas, 48s. to 538s. Burrer—Danish quiet and un- 
changed, with choice brands at 124s. Normandy was also without 
change and little doing, best ordinary being 120s. to 124s., and one 
per cent. 128s. to 132s. Friesland had a nominal market in the 
absence of buyers. Australian has ruled steady at 122s. and occa- 
sionally 124s. Larp—lIrish bladders are firm and unchanged at 63s. 
to 71s. for Belfasts, and 66s:-to 70s. Waterfords, while kegs are 2s. 
dearer ; Amerizan pails are offered at 54s. to 55s. on the spot, and 
January shipment is quoted 54s. 3d. c.i.f. London. Danish bladders 
are quoted 64s. to 66s. Bacon—Irish firm on short supplies, while 
Danish is quiet and prices generally unchanged. Irish, lean sizeable, 





best, 69s.; ordinary, 67s.; stout, best, 67s.; ordinary, 65s.; good 
lean sizeable, 66s.; fat, stout, 65s. Danish, sizeable No. 1, 61s. to 
65s.; No. 2, 61s. to 63s.; No.1 heavy, 62s. to 64s. Hams—Irish 


firmly held, ordinary prime being 86s. to 106s., and special 108s. to 
116s. American are without quotable alteration ; short cuts, 54s. to 
56s. ; long cuts, 548. to 58s. ComprEssED Cornep Brrr dull and 
Nominally prices are for 14lb. tins, best, 48s. to 50s. ; 
ordinary, 46s.; 6lb. tins, best, 23s.; ordinary, 22s.; 2lb., best, 63. 
6d. ; ordinary, 6s. per dozen. 
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THE MEAT PRESERVING INDUSTRY 
IN AUSTRALIA. 


With a view to improve the value of the meat-preserving in- 
-dustry in Queensland, the Government of the Northern Colony 
has engaged an American expert, Mr. Clemmons Temple Allcutt. 
Mr. Allcutt arrived in Sydney last month, by the American mail 
steamer, and left by the express for Brisbane. In a conversation 
Mr. Allcutt said he felt confident of bringing up the standard of 
‘Queensland preserved meat to that of Chicago and other leading 
meat-preserving cities in the United States. His experience 
extends over 30 years in the largest meat factories in America. 
He Jeft his position of assistant-superintendent of the Armour 
‘Packing Company, Kansas City, to take up the present position 
of instructor under the Queensland Government on an engage- 
ment for a period of three years. From what he has seen 
of the canned meats turned out in Queensland he has no 
‘doubt that there is a great future for the industry in that 
colony, both with respect to mutton as well as beef. The 
factory Mr. Allcutt is from in Kansas City annually handles 
from 300,000 to 350,000 cattle and 1,000,000 hogs, and the 
Armour meats, essences, and preserved and cured goods are 
celebrated not only in the States, but in Europe, and in fact 
throughout the world. Australia is a considerable customer. 
The Chicago factory, under the same proprietary (Armour 
Company) handles a larger quantity of hogs than the works 
Jately under Mr. Allcutt’s supervision, but not so many cattle. 
To preserve, pot, and pack 830 head of cattle, besides cure and 
smoke 2,700 pigs and turn out in the form of bacon and hams 
every working day ot the year, is an achievement in meat com- 
merce known only to the Armour Packing Company. Mr. 
Alleutt believes, from the rich quality of the Queensland beef, 
that a great future is certain to follow the introduction of 
proper machinery and the applied knowledge of the latest im- 
provements in meat-canning now in daily use in all the impor- 
tant American factories, and what applies to beef is possible 
also with mutton, though the demand for the latter in the world’s 
markets is immeasurably below that for beef. Dry and wet 
salting, chilling, smoking for export, in addition to the canning 
business, will come within the scope of Mr. Allcutt’s instruc- 
tions. 











MILK ADULTERATION ACTION. 





“At the Stonehouse County Court on the 14th inst., before hig 
Honour Judge Edge, Mr. E. Stephens, of Surfterford Farm, Hatt, 
farmer, sued Mr. J. A. Kingwell, of Westwell-street, Plymouth, dairy- 
man, for £17 7s. 7d., for milk supplied. Defendant counter-claimed 
£40 for loss of trade in consequence of plaintiff supplying adulterated 
milk, or milk from which the cream had been abstracted. Mr. Percy 
‘T, Pearce (Bond, Pearce, and Bickle) appeared for the plaintiff, and 
‘Mr. John Shelly (Shelly and Johns) for the defendant.—The claim 
-was admitted up to £16 17s., and the counter claim was then gone 
into. 

Mr. Shelly said Mrs. Stephens had been supplying milk to the 
defendant for some time past under acontract. During the past 
twelve months, the milk supplied had been found deficient in cream 
to a very large extent, and complaints were made to the defendant, 
her son, and daughter. On two occasions an analysis of the milk 
was made by Dr. Bean, the public analyst for Plymouth, and found 











to be deficient of cream. A number of persons who had dealt with 
the dairy for many years, bad withdrawn their custom in consequence 
of the inferior quality of the milk supplied by Mrs. Stephens to the 
defendant, but continued to purchase dairy produce from the 
defendant. Mrs, E. M. Kingwell gave evidence, and said they were 
obliged to purchase cream in consequence of the deficiency of cream 
in the milk supplied by plaintiff. On two occasions plaintiff sent 
scald milk instead of raw, and she told plaintiff she should have the 
milk analysed in self defence. In consequence of the poor quality of 
the milk, several families (whose names were given) withdrew their 
orders for milk, and she estimated that she lost between £2 and £3 
per week, By Mr. Pearce: She purchased large quantities of cream 
after she ceased dealing with the plaintiffs. They purchased large 
quantities of milk from other than Mrs. Stephens. 

Mr. Pearce: We say that we supplied pure milk direct from the 
cow, and that it was not our milk which was analysed and found 
deficient of cream. The Court then adjourned, and on re-opening, 
Mr. Pearce was about to continue his cross examination when 

His Honour intimated to Mr. Shelly that he thought he would 
have some difficulty in establishing his case in respect to the loss of 
custom, for with the exception of one person all the customers 
named ceased trading with the defendant prior to April 14th. He 
thought defendant could only recover general damages for breach of 
contract if at all. Defendant and his wife admitted that they were 
capable of judging the quality of milk supplied, and if they found it 
was not up to the standard they should have refused to take it in. 
Defendant was not bound to send out such milk when he knew of its 
inferior quality so as to lose customers. 

A private consultation then took place between the judge and the 
solicitors, with the result that judgment was entered for the plaintiff 
for £16 17s. with the Court fees, but without costs, and for plaintiff 
on the counter claim all imputations against Mrs. Stephens being 
withdrawn. 


His Honour observed that that was a proper and satisfactory 
settlement, 
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Awarded a Silver Medal at the International Health Exhibition, 1884. 


TUSON’S DISINERCTANTS. 


AUTHORISED BY 


1S ya Rh TOP ale, 


72 Ade 


‘Used largely by the CITY OF LONDON for deodorising the wood pavements, market purposes, etc. ; also by the LONDON 
COUNTY COUNCIL, Hornsey, Beckenham Grantham, Doncaster and other Local Boards, Hospitals, Railways, etc. 


No household should be without them, as they destroy not merely mask bad smells. ; 
‘The Medical Officer of Health and Public Analyst for the City of London (Dr. SEDGWICK SAUNDERS, 


F.1.C 





H.M. BOARD OF. TRADE. 





y POWDER. 


w 


F.S.A., etc.), in an official report to the Commissioners of Sewers as far back as 1889, states as follows :—‘* During 


‘the past summer months I have found ‘Tuson’s Distxrecrina Fuurp’ extremely valuable for watering the public roadways, for which 
purpose a 2 or 3 per cent. solution may be used.” ' 
Dr. Thorne Thorne, C.B., F.R.S., Principal Medical Officer of H.M. Local Government 


., F.C.S., 
Board, in his Memorandum of August 26th, 1892, on RPIDEMIC DISEASE advices 
1 FI the use of PERCHLORIDE OF MERCURY and SULPHUROUS ACID. 
N.B. 


—Tuson’s Disinfectants contain these two substances in large quantities and various forms. 


Order of your Local Chemist, and if not obtainable apply for Pamphlet and full particulars 


At the Company’s* Works, 
New Charlton, Kent, or the 


City Offices: 186-7 Palmerston Buildings, Old Broad Street, E.C. 
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“SUTHERLAND” | BRAND 


ENGLISH © ‘PRESERVED PROVISIONS. 
English Rolled Ox Tongues, 4 Corned Beef, 
Spiced Beef, : Brawn, &€., &c. a 


| Pressed Beef, Sh ee ANY «WRITE FOR PRICE LIST TO 
J. & A. CARPENTER, ‘Sultisrlaat Place, Walworth, S.E. 


IMPORTANT TO VDOCTORS. 


SUPERIORITY OF SPANISH APERIENT WATERS OVER THE GERMAN. 


DR. WEX, official chemist to the town of Hambourg, places RUBINAT before the most vaunted of the German purgative waters :— 

In action the RUBINAT is unique, for while it is effective, having a special action upon the liver, it has none of the drastic and oft-times irritating effects of the 
other waters, which chiefly depend for their action upon the magnesian salts of which they are largely composed. 

Analysis made by PROFESSOR BOUCHARDAT, in his lecture to a nt: of yee ia, yer — 
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Sulphate of Soda os «- 1485361 
a Potash os oe oe ee os , ee 3548 

a Magnesia .. S 7 Ba aa -- 60301 

Lime ue Cr Fe Ao 5 ee 29°984 

Chloride of Sodium 5 oe «s AG 81°708 
Silica, Alumina, Ferric of “Oxide (traces) A ay ah om 462 
Total of Solids (in grains) 40 Cs «+ 1601°321 


The usual dose for obta’ning a sure and non-irritating action from RUBINAT water is from half to one wine glassful, to be taken in the morning, fasting ; the: 
water acts rapidly, especially if followed by a cup of tea or coffee. ’ 

The RUBINAT aperient water is invaluable in all intestinal complaints, constipation, congestion, gastric fevers, accurmulations of bile or other substances, and 
generally, in all abdominal obstructions. , and,. 


RUBINAT (0. tiékcs) SPANISH APERIENT MINERAL WATER. : 


THE ONLY ONE AUTHORISED BY-THE ACADEMY OF MEDICINE OF PARIS. LARGE GOLD MEDAL. 
Sole Importers :—-E. GALLAIS & CO. 90. sh cinerea London, W. 
GENERAL DEPOT FOR MINERAL WATERS, ST. RAPHAEL WEE, etc. 


KINGSFORD’S 


HAMAMELIS 


MEDICATED PAPER 


FOR THE W.C. 








Is impregnated with Hamametis Virainica, and is: 
therefore Antiseptic and slightly Astringent. 
Is cheaper and better than any other Medicated Paper. 


Is absolutely pure and free from chemicals. 
Is very strong, yet beautifully soft. 
Disintegrates readily, and does not choke the waste pipe. 











KINGSFORD & CO., 54. Piccadilly, LONDON, W. 





cox unbar, sxussers axarsrriox, ws.  WRUVE MONNIER CHAMPAGNE. 
DIPLOMA OF HONOUR (Highest Award), FOOD EXHIBITION, 
1889. SPECIAL CUVEE VINTAGE, 1884. 


MEREDITH &% DREW NO FINER CAN BE HAD AT ANY PRICE. 


(AMALGAMATED) To be had of all Wine Merchants. 


HIGH-CLASS BISCUITS % CAKES, 


ESPECIALLY ADAPTED FOR LICENSED VICTUALLERS, 


HOTEL PROPRIETORS & REFRESHMENT CONTRACTORS. VEUVE MONNI ER ET SES Fi LS, 


Their various manufactures are made from the finest material, and 


manipulated by machinery of the highest order. RUE DU COMMERCE, EPERNAY. 


Vans To aLL Parts Datry. 
Office and Works:-SHADWELL, E. 
PRICH LISTS ON APPLICATION. 9, GREAT TOWER STREET, E.C. 
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183, Strand, London, W.C. All communications to be addressed to the Editor. & 


j 
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CROSSE & BLACKWELL’S 
PICKLES, SAUCES, MALT VINEGAR, 
~ JAMS, SOUPS & POTTED MEATS 


MAY BE OBTAINED FROM ALL GROCERS THROUGHOUT THE WORLD. 
CROSSE & BLACKWELL, LIMITED, SOHO SQUARE, LONDON. 


CHAMPIONS MUSTARD 


As — ADULTERATED. 


Ae > Largest Sale in the World. 
‘ec The Original and the Best. 
“wi. Contains the Most Cream. 
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CHAMPION’S VINEGAR 


ISVABSOLUTELY PURE. 
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“SANITAS” DISINFECTANTS 


Unlike most disinfectants—such as the Coal Tar products—do not rob the air of its vital Oxygen (so essential to animal life), nor 
merely hide the foul smells of decomposition by their own odour : they actually generate Oxygen in an active form, and destroy 
offensive matters and disease germs. Moreover, the “SANITAS” Disinfectants are non-poisonous, do not stain, are pleasant in 
use, and natural in character. | 
We do not recommend any one of our manufactures for all purposes, but there are distinct “SANITAS” preparations and 
appliances for various applications. 7 + 
Apart from the important consideration that the “SANITAS” Disinfectants have emanated from a well-known chemist 
(Mr. C. T. Kinezzrt, F.LC., F.C.S.), they have received testimony from Sir Henry Roscoz, M.P., F.R.S, ; Sir Coantes Cameron, 
M.D., F.R.C.S.L, F.LC., &c. ; Professor T. E. Toorpz, F.R.S., F.1.0., F.C.S. ; B. W. Rionarpson, M.D., F.R.S.; A. B. Grirrirus, 
Ph.D., F.R.S.E., F.C.S. ; R. O. Harzanp, F.LC., F.C.S. ; J. Baynus, F.1.C., F.C.S. ; T. Parmer, B.Sc., F.C.S. ; and innumerable 
other Chemical and Medical Authorities ; and have received the approval in use of most of the Medical Officers of Health in the 


~ “MERCURICG. BACTERICIDE” 


Is another scientific preparation of the SANITAS COMPANY, manufactured under a patent of Mr. C. T. Kinezert, and 
undoubtedly presentsthe very best form in which Corrosive Sublimate can be used as an antiseptic and disinfecting agent, for it 
associated ina perfectly stable form with Peroxide of Hydrogen, so that it.acts not merely as a germicide and antiseptic, but also as 
an oxidising agent, thus destroying toxic products. The SANITAS COMPANY, however, recommend in preference thereto, the 
use of their “SANITAS” Fluid and Oil, for they serve just as well in practice, and are free from any danger in use. 


“PRESERVED PEROXIDE OF HYDROGEN,” 


Prepared under another patent of Mr. Ktnezzrr’s by the SANITAS COMPANY, is an extremely stable and useful article, available 


for use on an extended scale as an antiseptic, disinfectant and bleaching agent, and having peculiar advantages for particular 
applications. 





Pamphlets, fully descriptive of all these manufactures, may be obtained free on application to 


The SANITAS COMPANY, Lim., Bethnal Green, London, E. 


Cr T. KINGZETT* EV DC., &C:S", 


Author of “Animal Chemistry ’’ (Longmans and Co.) ; “The Alkali Trade’’ (Longmans and Co.) ; 
and “Nature’s Hygiene” (Balliere and Co.) ; éc., 


Managing Director and Chemist. 


BANCROFTS LARD. 


BOAR’S HEAD BRAND. 
ABS Oil OO Tik Tey F wre: 


We guarantee our Lard to be perfectly free from water or any other adulteration. We only make 
ONE quality, viz. :— ; 


ABSOLUTHLY PURE LARD. 
BANCROFT & CO., Ltd., Lard Refiners, LIVERPOOL. 
CRUEL CHEAPNESS!! 


Surely these words apply to the low-priced Baking Powders sold, containing in some instances a quarter of their bulk ALUM. Persons 
eating food containing it are SERIOUSLY INJURED, and children taking it day by day suffer from indigestion in its worst form. 
CRUEL CHEAPNESS— 
Contains NO ALUM or any injurious ingredient, and has had a sale all over the kingdom for twenty-two years. 
Ten Analytical Chemists testify to its strength and purity. PROPRIETORS’ guarantee on each BOX. 


because the persons using it have no idea of hurtful effects. 
fs” Sold by every London Wholesale House at List Prices. Lists on application. 

















FREEMAN'S BAKING & EGG P 





FREEMAN & HILDYARD, LONDON, S.E. 


Liverpool Branch—60, Stanley Street. Birmingham Branch—47, Soho Hill. 
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NOTICE. 


This journal is devoted to the promotion of a pure food supply, and 
to the advancement of sanitary science. In the interests alike of the 
public and the traders, adulterations of food, drugs, and drink are 
exposed whenever and wherever discovered, and as complete a record as 
possible is published of prosecutions for infringements of the Sale of 
Food and Drugs Act, the Margarine Act, the Excise Acts, and the 
Public Health Local Sanitary Acts. Assistance and advice are given 
to the officers eagaged in carrying out these Acts, and to grocers, pro- 
vision dealers, and milksellers, who are subject to conviction for the 
sale of articles which they have bought in good faith as genuine ; and 
one object of the journal is to procure the amendment of the Acts so as 
to make the wholesale dealer responsible and amenable to the law. 


The greatest care is consequently taken in accepting advertisements 
for the paper, only those being inserted which announce articles of un- 
questioned purity and reliability, and which have been proved to be so 
by analysis, either by our own consulting analysts, or some other 
member of the Society of Analysts. The appearance of any advertise- 
ment of foodstuffs in Foop, Drucs anp Drink is consequently an 
ABSOLUTE GUARANTEE of the quality of the article advertised. 


All communications for the Editors to be addressed to the Editors, 
183, Strand, London, W.C. 


Advertisements to be addressed to The Publisher, and if intended for 
the current issue should reach the Office, 183, Strand, London, W.C., by 
Thursday morning. 


a 


SOMERSET HOUSE CHEMISTS FIND A 
DEFENDER. 





THE state of the Somerset House department must in truth 
be pitiable,when none but the least reputable of existing journals 
could say one word in their favour or defence. We say the least 
reputable because, happily for English journalism, the methods 
of the Grocer are to be paralleled only by the Grocer itself, 

In our issue of October 15th we published the following : 


‘THe Grocer’ AND AuumM IN Baxina-Powprr, 


In its issue af October 1st, the Grocer says :— 

“We have received a visit this week from a large manufacturer 
of baking-powder, who complains that the excessive use of alum by 
some of the less reputable makers is an injury to the trade, ren- 
dering competition by honest firms a matter of some difficulty. 
Our subscribers should endeavour to assist the respectable manu- 
facturers, who turn out a pure article, by avoiding transactions with 
firms who sacrifice quality to cheapness.” 

Public analysts and those anxious to secure a pure public food 
supply might well have been excused for rubbing their eyes in won- 
derment at the sight of such an expression of opinion in the pages 
of the Grocer, and there were not wanting some who believed that 
repentance had come to that journal, if somewhat tardily. The re- 
pentance, however, was shortlived. Under pressure, the Grocer 
screwed up its courage to the sticking-point of chalking up ‘* No 
alum in baking power’ for its readers, but quickly repented of the 
honest act, 


In its issue of October 8th, appears the following apology for 
having strayed into the path of rectitude :— 

‘We regret to find that our remarks in our last issue on alum in 
baking-powder have been taken by some to reflect upon those firms 
who, though making baking-powders containing alum, are both 
reputable and respectable, and do not use alum in such quantities ag 
to be detrimental to health. We are sorry if our remarks on this sub- 
ject have caused annoyance either to these firms or to the firm who 
defended the Ilkeston case, as we had not the slightest intention of 
making reflections on any of these manufacturers.” 

Anything more glaringly and abjectly pitiful than this exhibition 
of want of principle, it would be difficult to discover, even in trade 
journals. The reason for the sudden volte face is evident. The 
baking-powder makers who use alum must receive the humble 
apologies of the Grocer, because they spend much of the money thus 
gotten in the support of the Grocer. They must not be exposed, nor 
must injurious adulteration be put a stop to. They are sacred from 
‘comment in the Grocer, because they advertise. 











With this instance of the “Grocer’s” principles before them, 
our readers will be well able to take the following for what it is 
worth, The Grocer, December 31, 1892, says :— 


SCIENTIFIC “ TRUTH.” 


We regret to notice that the Daily Chronicle this week publishes 
an attack on the Somerset House analysts, having evidently been 
badly inspired by opposition savants. Thus our contemporary 
states that ‘‘ the analytical department of Somerset House has occu- 
pied the special attention of the Board of Inland Revenue in con- 
nection with the allegations that some of the analytical chemists 
in the employment of the Government are indirectly interested in 
the sales of food and drugs which form the subject of official 
investigation. lt is further stated that the authorities have issued 
an order which will obviate the possible continuance of an anomaly 
of that kind.’ We may, however, state that no such order 
has been issued, and it is certainly not necessary. Then, on 
the authority of an obscure print, the Chronicle has something 
to say about the Somerset House chemists undertaking analyses at 
one-third of the fee charged by analysts who have to defray the 
expenses of their own laboratories. As to this, however, we 
may point out that the fees in question are brought to account by 
the Receiver-General of Inland Revenue, and that the work, which is 
of a special nature, is done at the request of the local authorities. If 
the public analysts have not the confidence of the authorities who 
employ them, and who wish for more reliable results, the fault is 
not with the Government chemists, but with the analysts them- 
selves. The Government long ago laid down rules for the guidance 
of their employés, and the question whether the Somerset House 
chemists conld act impartially in reference cases under the Food and 
Drugs Acts was answered in the affirmative, and nothing has hap- 
pened since to modify that view. But those enterprising analysts 
who may not perhaps have sufficient work to do, and who in their 
public writings have their own particular axe to grind, cannot be 
expected to be too scrupulous as to the truth of their statements. 


The Daily Chronicle is quite right, and the Grocer is quite 
wrong, the fact being that the Civil Service Stores will shortly 
have another chairman, and the scandal be ended of a referee 
under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act being himself engaged 
in the‘sale of Foods and Drugs; and unless this arranged_-retire- 
ment bo faithfully carried out, then the matter is one that will 
have to be dealt with in a more drastic manner, Fortunately 
for the public, the meeting of Parliament is not so far distant 
that any hugger-muggering about this matter stands a chance of 
succeeding, As regards the “sweated analyses,” no specious 
explanations can alter the broad fact that no Government depart- 
ment has a right to use Government time, chemicals, and imple- 
ments to do work for private persons. It is too clearly a 
scandalous injury to private workmen. We feel almost inclined 
to pity Somerset House in this stress of seeking the Grocer to 
defend it. Quos Deus vult perdere prius dementat. Truly a worse 
selection of a champion could not possibly be made. As to 
the Grocer’s remarks in the last paragraph, they are as pitiful as 
they are untrue, but in these respects they are worthy of the 
Grocer, and of it alone. 





ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 
IMPORTANT TO INSPECTORS. 


BUTTER. 

John Francis Tee, provision dealer, and a member of the Ber- 
mondscy Vestry, appeared at the Southwark Police Court on the 28th 
to a summons taken out at the instance of the St. Olave’s District 
Board of Works by Inspector Ashdown, charging bim with having 
sold, to the prejudice of the purchaser, a sample of butter not of the 
nature, substance, and quality demanded. Mr. Philips, solicitor, 
prosecuted, and Mr. Ricketts, solicitor, defended. An employé of 
the Vestry deposed that on November 26 he entered defendant’s 
shop, 249, Tooley-street, and asked for half-a-pound of ‘ fourteen.” 
An assistant served him with some butter from a tub. Inspector 
Ashdown said he received the sample. The public analyst’s certifi- 
cate showed that the sample contained 35 per cent. of foreign fats, 
15 per cent. of water, curds, and salt, and butter fats not exceeding 
50 per cent. The sample was not labelled. The shop assistant 
said ‘it was not all butter.’ Mr. Ricketts contended that the 
prosecution had failed, since they had not proved that the defen- 
dant had sold the article demanded, viz., ‘‘ half pound of fourteen,” 
to the prejudice of the purchaser. Mr. Fenwick: But is it not for 
me to decide whether the term ‘‘ fourteen” is not a common ex- 
pression used to indicate a certain article? Suppose a man entered 
a public-house and asked for a half-pint of ‘“ half-and-half,” would 
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not that be a term generally known and understood to indicate a 
certain article? Mr. Ricketts: you have no evidence before you 
that this term “fourteen” is a well-known term. The article de- 
manded by the purchaser cannot clearly have been sold to his pre- 
judice, since he was served with what he asked for. Mr. Fenwick: 
I cannot conceive why the witness did not ask for what he wanted. 
Mr. Ricketts: Ican. It was to deceive the seller. It was a trap, 
sir. Mr. Fenwick: The summons had better be withdrawn. The 
solicitor applied for a summons under the Margarine Act. 


At the Derby police-court, on the 28th ult., Sarah Carter, of No. 
11, Blackstone-street, Nottingham, was summoned for selling mar- 
garine for butter, and also on two other summonses she was charged 
with having in her possession a quantity of margarine in a packet 
which was not marked in accordance with the Act, as well as for 
exposing for sale eight parcels of margarine which were not properly 
labelled. Mr. H. F. Gadsby (Town Clerk) appeared for the prosecu- 
tion, and Mr. Williams (of Messrs. Whittingham and Williams, 
Nottingham) represented the defendant. Miss Mary Eleanor 
Farmer, of Co-operative-street, saw the defendant in the Butter 
Market on the 2nd of December. Defendant uncovered her basket, 
and Miss Farmer observed that it contained what appeared to be 
eight pats of butter. Witness asked her for a pound of fresh butter, 
and was supplied with an article for which she paid 1s. 4d. The 
article was, however, handed to Mr. Wilkinson, the inspector under 
the Act, who informed defendant that the article would be sent to 
the borough analyst. He carried out his intention. Mr. Otto 
Hehner had since certified that the sample did not contain any 
butter, but was solely composed of margarine. Mr. Francis Walker, 
superintendent of the market, said defendant had been a regular 
attendant at the market for some years. On the date in question the 
price of butter was 1s. 4d. and 1s. 5d.alb. The price of margarine 
was from 6d. to 8d. a lb. Mr. Williams addressed the Bench on 
behalf of the defendant. He said she came to Derby bringing two 
baskets with her, one of them containing butter, and the other mar- 
garine. She went toa public-house, where she sold some butter. 
She then called at the market on her way to the station, and when 
Miss Farmer asked her for the butter defendant unfortunately put 
her hands in the wrong basket. It was a bona fide mistake, and Mr. 
Williams asked the Bench to treat it as such. He also called the 
defendant as a witness on her own behalf. She declared that Miss 
Farmer asked her for butter, she believed she was supplying her with 
that article. In cross-examination she said that she called at a 
number of private houses, where she left butter. The pats of butter 
were marked the same as the margarine. The Magistrates decided 
to convict, and the defendant admitted a previous conviction for a 
similar offence. The Town Clerk consequently asked for the maxi- 
mum penalty. The Magistrates considered the case a very bad one, 
and fined the defendant £12, and £2 4s. costs. Defendant paid £10, 
and was allowed a week to pay the balance. 


On the 28th ult. at Wakefield, Messrs. Graham Brothers, provision 
dealers, Teall-street, were charged with a breach of the Foods and 
Drugs Act. Mr. Hudson, the Town Clerk, prosecuted on behalf of 
the Corporation, and Mr. Lodge, who is a member of the Corpora- 
tion, defended On the 5th inst. Mr. Whittaker, the local inspector, 
went to the defendants’ shop and purchased 131b. of butter, which 
turned out to be margarine. The defence was that the shop was 
being cleaned, and that the label ‘“‘ margarine’’ had been inadver- 
tently put on one side. The case was‘dismissed [We should like 
further particulars from our correspondent of this case. It looks on 
the face of it strange that it should have been dismissed.—Ep.]} 


At the Greenwich police-court on the 20th ult. Ellen Smith, 
trading as KE. and E.H. Smith, 165, Brockley-road, for selling mixed 
butter with about 70 per cent. of foreign fat (margarine), was fined 
40s. and 2s. costs. Daniel Edwin Waldon, of 77, Foxbery-road, 
Brockley, was fined 20s. and 2s, costs, for adulterating butter with 
80 per cent. of foreign fat. 


A Curious Cass. 


At Newport, George D. Weeks, dairyman, Cowes, was summoned 
for selling adulterated butter. Mr. Lamport (Southampton) appeared 
for defendant, who was absent through illness, and at once admitted 
that the butter was adulterated, but said defendant had been vic- 
timised. He was in the habit of obtaining fresh butter from an 
Isle of Wight farmer, and he also sold best Normandy butter sup- 
plied by Messrs. Reeves, of Portsmouth. This Normandy butter 
was supplied in firkins, and defendant was in the habit of sending 
it to this farmer to make up into pats and be stamped. It appeared 
that defendant followed the usual course, and sent the butter to the 
farmer, who made it up and stampedit. The butter was then 
placed on the slab with the English fresh butter, and it was one of 
these pats which Inspector McLaughlin took, and had analysed, the 
result being that it was found to contain 50 per cent. cf margarine. 
Defendant, who felt his position acutely, at his own expense sent 
the remainder of the Normandy butter to the County Analyst, Dr. 
Angell, who certified that some of the pats of butter contained 55 
per cent. of margarine, whilst the Normandy butter, which had not 
been co dealt with and was intact as received from Messrs. Reeves, 
was certified by him to be absolutely pure. Defendant was so strict, 
that he never permitied margarine to be on his premises in any 
shape or form, and he had been cruelly victimised. ‘The Chairman: 
Is the inference that a portion of this butter was stolen and mar- 
garine substituted ? Mr, Lamport: I say so, sir, but I don’t say by 
whom. Alfred J. Medley, assistant to the defendant, said marga- 
rine was never allowed to be on the premises, either for sale or 
otherwise. The Normandy butter was placed on the same slab as 
the English butter, and sold as fresh butter. The Chairman said 





that under the circumstances the Bench would only inflict a fine of 
sixpence and excuse the costs, but the Bench thought that Normandy 
butter should be sold as such. Mr. Lamport: It is sold as fresh 
butter, and is very good. 


Mr. 8. Soutar, of High-road, Chiswick, was summoned on the 


29th ult. at West London, before Mr. Curtis-Bennett, for selling — 


butter which contained 14 per cent. of foreign fat. Mr. Lay defended, 
and elicited from the inspector that the butter which was sold in 
the shop came from Italy, and was not broken in bulk until it was 
delivered. A certificate was produced by Mr. Lay from a well-known 
analyst, stating that the butter was genuine. Mr. Curtis-Bennett 
inquired whether the defendant wished to have the sample analysed 
at Somerset House. Mr. Lay said that was his advice to the defen- 
dant, but he declined, and wished to have the case settled at once. 
Mr. Curtis-Bennett said in that case he must accept the analyst’s 
certificate produced by the inspector. He fined the defendant 20s. 
and 12s. 6d. costs. 


[We sympathising with Mr. Soutar, who may have been the 
victim of some error, but we have to complain, as in another 
case reported in our present issue, of the admission of certificates 
from any analyst but the public analyst for the district, such 
certificates being as ineligible as evidence as they are, if know- 
ingly given for such purposes, unprofessional. We would like to 
have particulars from the analyst whose certificate was thus 
cited, and to know if the samples were identical.—Eb. | 


At Dublin, on the 30th ult., Denis Cogan, 82, Queen-street, was 
summoned for exposing margarine for sale without its being properly 
labelled. Food Inspector Myers deposed that he found in the defen- 
dant’s establishment three parcels of what was apparently butter 
labelled ‘‘ Margarine,” three labelled ‘‘ Margarine —Finest Limerick,” 
and one labelled ‘‘ Margarine—Finest Creamery.’’ The labels in the 
two last mentioned cases were bent so that nothing was visible but 
“ Finest Limerick”? and ‘‘ Finest Creamery.” A fine of £5 was 
inflicted. Sarah Byrne, 131, Summerhill, was also fined £6 for 
exposing margarine for sale without being duly labelled. Mr. 
M‘Sheehy appeared for the prosecution. 


At Tewkesbury police-court, on the 30th ult., William Henry 
Wilkins, of Barton-street, was charged, on the information of Donald 
McRae, Inspector under the Foods and Drugs Adulteration Acts, for 
exposing for sale margarine which was not properly labelled, and 
also with having sold to William Hodgetts, a police constable of 
Cheltenham, 1lb. of butter which contained 95 per cent. of fatty 
matter and 5 per cent. of butter. Both offences were admitted, and 
defendant was fined £1 for each offence and £1 7s. 7d. costs. 


8. C. Newell, of Albany-road, Brentford, was summoned, on the 
20th ult., by Inspector Tyler for having sold butter which was not of 
the nature demanded. ‘The taking of the sample was proved, and 
the public analyst’s certificate showed that the butter was adulterated 
with 15 per cent. of foreign fat. Mr. G. W. Lay, for the defendant, 
cross-examined. He had taken a sample of butter from Messrs. 
Soutar and Co,, of Chiswick, and that was adulterated to the same 
extent as the defendant’s sample, The defendant was supplied by 
Soutar and Co. He was taking proceedings against the latter. Mr. 
Lay asked that the summons might stand adjourned until after the 
summons against Souter and Co. was heard. It would be hard on 
the defendant that he should suffer for selling butter as he bought it. 
The Chairman said it was the duty of the seller of the artiole to see 
that it was good. The public must be kept from suffering. If the 
defendant took a written warranty with the goods he would be safe, 
but otherwise he must be a responsible party. The defendant, sworn, 
bore out Mr. Lay’s statement, and Mr. Soutar corroborated. The 
Bench imposed a fine of £1 and allowed three weeks’ time to pay. 
Mr. Soutar intimated that he would pay the fine, and was thanked by 
the Bench for his action. 


MILK. 


At the West Ham police-court, on the 28th ult., Charles Sidney 
Ratcliffe, dairy farmer, Sandon-place, Chelmsford, was summoned 
before Mr. Baggallay, by Dr. Charles Saunders, medical officer of 
health for West Ham, for delivering at Forest-gate on December Ist, 
milk which, on analysis, was found to be adulterated. Mr. C. EH. 
Jones appeared for the defence. The defendant, it appeared, is under 
a contract with the Stanstead Park Dairy Company, of Forest-gate, 
to supply twice daily pure and unskimmed milk as per warranty 
attached to the churn. The company made a communication to Dr. 
Sanders, and on the 1st December, Mr. W. Horn, the chief sanitary 
inspector, went to Forest-gate railway station. By the 9.25 a.m. 
train three churns of milk arrived consigned by the defendant to the 
Stanstead Park Dairy Company, and attached to each churn was a 
label on which was printed ‘‘ warranted pure unskimmed milk.” A 
sample was taken from each of the churns, the contents of which 
were previously well mixed by pouring it from one churn into 
another empty one. The samples were then sent to Mr. T. A. 
Pooley, public analyst, and his certificate set forth as to one of the 
samples that there was eight per cent. of added water, ‘‘ presuming 
the milk was poor in quality, and if it was rich the percentage would 
be somewhat higher.” Mr. C. E. Jones, for the defence, urged that 
the case was not satisfactorily made out, and he called witnesses to 
prove that from the time the milk was taken from the cows till it 
was put on the railway, no water was added to it. Dr. Thresby, 
medical officer for Chelmsford, was called, and he said he had con. 
siderable experience spread over twenty years. Cows gave variable 
qualities of milk, and in his opinion it was quite impossible to be 
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prosecuted, and Mr. Peckover defended. 


- dismissed at the previous court. 
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certain as to the exact amount of added water in a sample. The 


Somerset House analysts and the Society of Analysis differed as to 
what was the standard of pure milk. Mr. Baggallay, in disposing 
of the case, pointed out that the certificate dealt with the possibility 
of the milk being poor, and said that the question of the difference 
of standards was doubtless taken into consideration by Mr. Pooley. 
He would convict, and impose a fine of £2 and costs. 


At the Leeds Town Hall, on the 29th ult., Joseph Henry Murga- 
troyd, cowkeeper, Stapleton-place, New Wortley, was summoned for 
selling adulterated milk. Mr. J. J. Jolliffe, Deputy Town Clerk, 
Inspector Walker said 
that defendant delivered milk to a man named Priestly, who resided 
in Pickering-street, Wortley. It was customary for the defendant 
to leave Priestley’s milk in one of his own cans at the top of Pick- 
ering-street. On the 10th of December the inspector saw the defen- 
dant’s brother deliver the can as usual. He asked him for a pint 
of milk. Murgatroyd took no notice of him, but drove away. Wit- 
ness then took a quantity from the can. The milk was analysed 
and found to contain 20 per cent. of water. Defendant, who was 


fined £3 and costs in January, 1890, for a similar offence, was now 
fined £5, including costs, or one month’s imprisonment. 


A OAasz ADJOURNED FOR AN OUTSIDE ANALYsT’s CERTIFICATE. 


Thomas Fullows, farmer, The Moir, Longton, was summoned at 
the instance of Mr. HE. W. H. Knight, Food and Drugs Act Inspector, 
for selling adulterated skimmed milk on the 28th October. Mr. 
Knight stated that a sample of tie milk which the defendant sold 
on the day named had been taken and submitted to Mr. Jones, 
county analyst, who reported that it contained 7 per cent. of water. 
Mr. Ramsdale, who appeared for the defendant, applied for an ad- 
journment. He said that his client had seen the cows milked, the 
milk skimmed, and had himself seen it sold, and could swear that 
it contained no water. He asked for an adjournment in order that 
the milk might be submitted to another analyst for examination. 
The case was eventually adjourned for a fortnight. 


[We do not gather from the report sent us that Mr. Knight 
objected to the request of Mr. Ramsdale for an adjournment 
for an analysis by avother analyst. No other analyst has any 
right to give a certificate to be taken as evidence under the Food 
and Drugs Act. Clauses 21 and 22 of the Sile of Food and 
Drugs Act, 38 and 39 Vict., 1875, are definite upon this point. 
The only separate analysis that is allowable is that of the 
Somerset House zgnorami, and magistrates can reject or accept 
the analyses of that incompetent department as they please,— 
Xp. | 

At the Greenwich police-court, on the 20th ult., Arthur Woolley, of 
Pioneer Dairy, Parade-buildings, Greenwich, was fined £4 for selling 
milk adulterated with 20 per cent. of added water. 


At Liverpool, on the 28th ult., Wood Manor, milk dealer, Almond- 
street, was fined 10s. and costs for selling a pennyworth of new milk 


‘to which upwards of ten parts of water had been added. William 


Owen, milk dealer, Dalkeith-street, was also fined 10s. and costs for 
selling a pennyworth of skimmed milk to which upwards of eleven 
parts of water had been added. The first defendant said he had 
bought the milk believing it to be pure. Mr. Stewart, stipendiary, 
said the defendant ought to have got a written warranty. As the 
defendant had not got one he was liable. 


At Bourn Petty Sessions, on the 22nd ult., Samuel Prescott, Thurlby, 
was charged with selling milk adulterated with ten per cent. of 
water. Mr. Attar appeared for the prosecution, Mr. Farr for the 
defence. The analysis of Mr. Cassel was produced. A case had been 
Mr. Farr argued that the case was 
rex judicata, and that his client could not bo again tried for the same 
offence. The legal point was argued at length. The defendant was 
fined £1 and costs. 


At Worship-street Police-court,on the 3rd inst.,Mary Ann Blackert, 
carrying on a dairy business in Green-street, Bethnal-green, pleaded 
guilty to selling milk adulterated with 18 per cent. of added water. 
Mr. Bushby fined her £8 and 2s. costs. 


Samuel Long, another shopkeeper of Bethnal-green, summoned 
by the Vestry for a similar offence, pleaded guilty, andthe sanitary 
officer (Mr. Lapworth) said the adulteration was 38 percent. Mr. 
Bushby expressed his surprise that customers could be found to ac- 
cept such stuff as genuine milk, He fined the defendant £15 and 


2s. costs. 


Wm. Brown, of 1 and 2, South-grove, Bow, was summoned at the 
instance of Inspector John Edwards, sanitary inspector to St. George 
the-Martyr Vestry, for selling milk from which 60 per cent. of cream 
had been abstracted. Inspector Edwards said that on the 8th inst. 
he purchased a pennyworth of new milk from the defendant’s man, 
and at the request of the latter the milk was divided. The certificate 
of the analyst showed that 60 per cent. of the natural cream of the 
article had been abstracted. ‘The man said he was employed by the 
defendant, and on the barrow was the name of Mr. Brown. 
Wheeler, the seller of the milk, corroborated, and said he took his 
orders from Mr. Brown, and was paid by him. The manager on the 
morning in question gave him the milk totake out. Witness had not 
been in defendant’s employ for very long. Mr. Mead said he was 
unable to convict the defendant in that case, as the analyst’s certifi- 
cate was notin order. He therefore dismissed the summons. Mr, 
Edwards: I can produce the analyst. Mr. Mead; That will be of no 
use—the summons is dismissed. 








Arthur — 





MUSTARD. 


At the Long Ashton Petty Sessional Court, on December 30th, 
Richard Ewings, grocer, Old Church-road, Clevedon, was summoned 
for selling adulterated mustard on December 8th. Mr. J. H. Clifton 
appeared for the defendant. Police Constable Francis Bird, 239 8, 
proved going to the defendant’s shop on the afternoon of the day in 
question, and asking for a quarter of a pound of mustard. He was 
served by Mr. Ewings, and he then said that the sample was for the 
purpose of public analysis, and asked if the defendant would like 
the mustard divided in the ordinary manner, This was done, and 
the packets were sealed. Cross-examined by Mr. Clifton: He did 
not ask for pure mustard. The defendant asked him if he would 
have a tin of mustard, and he said he preferred it loose. The de- 
fendant took the tin produced out of a drawer, broke the label, 
opened it, and supplied the mustard from it. The tin remained 
upon the counter whilst the transaction was in progress, and was 
then marked by a label and put away. Superintendent Drewett said 
he received the sample from the previous witness and sub- 
mitted if to the county analyst, whose certificate showed 
that if contained 8 per cent. of wheaten flour. Mr. Clifton, 
addressing the court for the defence, said that the sixth section of 
the Food and Drugs Act, 1875, under which the summons was 
issued, charged the defendant with selling, to the prejudice of the 
purchaser, an article which was not of the substance and quality of 
the article demanded. Decision after decision had been given in 
various courts all over the country that the selling of the compound 
supplied by the mustard manufacturers did not constitute an offence 
under the Act, and yet, with a singular perversity, the authorities 
persisted in issuing these summons. The sub-section provided that 
if the added ingredient was not injurious to health, and had been 
added to the food or drug for the production or preparation thereof 
as an article of commerce, and fitting it for carriage or consumption, 
and not fraudulently to increase its bulk, the case did not come under 
Section VI. The mustard cf commerce was defined. in Gray’s pbar- 
macopwia—Sir Edward Fry: Whose pharmacopeia was that? Mr. 
Clifton: Gray’s. Sir Edward Fry: That is nota book of known 
authority. Mr. Clifton: he would embody the definition in his 
speech, and it was ‘the powdered seeds of the white or black 
mustard, from which the husks are separated by sifting. The flour, 
the mustard of commerce, generally contains wheat flour, cayenne 
pepper, and is coloured by turmeric.” Proceeding, Mr. Clifton 
asserted that pure mustard was absolutely unsaleable; it was 
useless; it contained ingredients that were extremely cffensive if 
allowed to ferment, and inashort time it was condemned. The 
wheaten flour was added to improve the quality cf the article by 
absorbing the oil and preventing fermentation, and he shovld con- 
tend that the case came within the sub-secti-n of the Act. The 
Bench retired to consider their decision; and, upon their return, the 
Chairman anvounced that the court dismissed the cas, upon the 
ground that the defendant had brought himself within the first pro- 
viso of Section VI. of the Act. 

There was a second case at the same ccurt,in which Arthur 
Collins, a grocer at Yatton, was summoned for a similar offence. In 
this case the analysis showed that the sample was adulterated with 
about the same percentage of wheaten flour as in the previous 
instance. The defendant pleaded that he sold the mustard in good 
faith, as he believedit was perfectly pure. The Bench imposed a 
fine of 1s., without coats. 

At the Taunton police-court, on the 30th ult., James King and 
Wm. Thos. Plimsoll, were summoned to answer a charge of 
selling to Wm. Bartrum, a certain article of food, viz., mustard, 
containing 10 per cent. of wheat of flour, Mr. C. Bere, solicitor, 
appeared for the defendants, who pleaded guilty. There was no in- 
tention, said Mr. Bere, on the part of Messrs. King and Plimsoll, to 
defraud. The defendants obtained their mustard from Messrs. 
Colman’s, and inadvertently some condiment had been mixed with 
some mustard—both being of the same price—and the adulteration 
was the adulteration of the condiment. The Bench saw that the 
foreign matter in the mustard was purely accidental, and imposed a 
nominal fine of 2s. 6d. and costs. 


BEER. 

On the 29th ult., at Worship police-court, London, James Brown, 
lately landlord of The Fountain, 152, City-road, was summoned by 
the Excise authorities for diluting beer. It was stated that the dilu- 
tion was three gallons of water in the barrel of thirty-six. The 
defendant said he could not contest the facts, and, producing portions 


- of two bottles, explained that a portion of the samples taken by the 


Excise officers had been left with him, but had ‘ exploded,” because, 
he asserted, the officers were ‘‘short of powder.” He (defendant) 
had, in consequence been unable to get an independent analysis of 
the samples in order to correct that of the Excise analyst. Mr. 
Alpe, for the prosecution, explained that the Excise officers on 
taking a sample of beer or ale added to it a certain powder to check 
the progress of fermentation, which would change the gravity or 
character of the sample. The officer denied that he was “short of 
powder,” and said that he added the proper quantity, as directed 
by the instructions. He could not explain how it was that the bottles 
had expioded. The defendant then explained that the sealing was 
defective and did not exclude the air, so that as fermentation, in 
the absence of the powder, progressed, explosion was inevitable. Mr. 
Rose said that, in the absence of any defence, he must take the 
Government analysis of adulteration, and ordered the defendant to 


pay a fine of £10. 
At the Thames Police-court, on the 3rd inst., Mrs. Catherine Mar- 
garet Young, of the Chapman Arms public-house, Lower Chapman- 
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street, St. George’s, appeared to answer three summonses for dilu- 
ting beer, neglecting to enter in the stock-book the spirits received, 
and for not cancelling the certificate of the same, whereby she had 
rendered herself liable to penalties amounting in all to £200. Mr. 
Bates prosecuted on behalf of the Commissioners of Excise, and 
Mr. Maitland defended. The latter gentleman said his client would 
plead guilty. Mr. Bates said on the 10th October last Mr. W. 
Thompson and Mr. A. W. Starkey were examining defendant’s pre- 
mises, when they found a tin containing warm syrup, which ap- 
peared to be used for beer. The cellarman told the officers it had 
been used for adding to the beer for the last two months. Samples 
of beer were taken, with the result that the mild ale and porter 
were found to be diluted to the extent of two gallons of water to 
the barrel of 36 gallons. At the same time the officers examined 
the spirit stock-book and certificates received by defendant. One 
certificate, dated the 5th of October, had not been cancelled, and 
the amount of spirits received at the same time had not been entered 
in the stock-book, as required by the Spirit Act. Mr. Maitland said 
there was no ground for suggesting fraud on the part of the defen- 
dant, who had simply been negligent. With regard to the dilution, 
defendant had used what was called ‘‘ head’’ to give life to the beer. 
As soon as the trade understood they must not use anything but 
finings the better. Mr. Bates said the rateable value of the house 
was £142. Mr. Mead fined defendant £25 for the dilution, and £5 
on account of each of the other two summonses. 


A complaint of the action of the authorities was made in the 
case of Frederick Nye, landlord of the General Canrobert, Canrobert- 
street, Bethnal-green, similarly summoned for diluting his beer. Mr. 
J. P. Grain, barrister, defended, and pleaded not guilty. Mr. Alpe 
called evidence to prove the taking of a sample of a puncheon of ale 
on draught at the time from defendant’s house, and then, the 
analyst deposed, that adulteration to the extent of 7} gallons in the 
puncheon had been practised. The Excise officers, replying to the 
learned counsel, admitted that no sample was left with the defen- 
dant, but said that the Act did not impose that duty. Where, how- 
ever a sample was asked for it was always left, and in this instance 
the defendant was told he could have a sample if he wished: The 
defence was that the defendant had not adulterated the ale, but had 
only added “ finings’”’ and waste beer. Mr. Grain said the defen- 
dant did his cellar work himself, but could not be called as a wit- 
ness to depose to his own proceedings. He hoped the law would 
soon be altered in that respect. He added that he thought it 
neither a fair nor a proper way, in a prosecution of this kind, to leave 
the person to be accused without a portion of the sample taken. 
Under the Food and Drugs Act a prosecution would not lie if it was 
not done; but in the much more penal Excise Act there was no duty 
of the kind imposed. Counsel further complained that, though the 
sample was taken as long ago as October 29th, the summons was not 
taken out until a week ago, after a lapse of two months, and in the 
meanwhile the defendant had let the house, so that he had no 
means of getting evidence. Mr. Rose said the case was governed by 
iy result declared by the analysis, and ordered defendant to pay a 

ne of £10. 


George Knight, of the Hope, Pollard’s-row, Bethnal-green, and 
Henry Hart, of the White Horse, Sandy’s-row, licensed victuallers, 
were fined £10 and £8 respectively for similar offences, Mr, Peck- 
ham, jun., defending. 


WHISKY. 


At Castle Eden, on the 24th ult., Mr. B. Scott Elder prosecuted 
John Watson, innkeeper, of Haswell, for selling adulterated whisky. 
A fine of 15s. and costs was inflicted. 

A report of a case has been sent us in which Mr. Henry Creese, 
King’s Arms Inn, Littlehampton, was summoned at Arundel for 
selling whisky adulterated with three parts water. We are told that 
Mr. Creese pleaded guilty; but the magistrates were not quite satis- 
fied as to what the analyst’s report meant, and adjourned the case 
to enable Superintendent Kennett to write for an explanation. We 
shall be pleased to have further particulars. 


Thomas Evans, landlord of the Prince Albert Inn, Albert-street, 
Aberdare, was summoned for selling whisky not of the nature re- 
quired. Inspector Jennings said that on the 9th November he 
visited the defendant’s house and called for half a pint of whisky. 
He was supplied by the landlady, and paid 1s. for it. He divided it 
into three parts, and told Mr. Evans he should take it to Mr. Mor- 
gan, the public analyst, Swansea, to be analysed. He delivered the 
whisky to Mr. Morgan on the 10th November. Defendant, in answer 
to the charge, said they made a mistake in the cask at the time. 
They got a good name for their whisky. The analyst’s certificate 
showed the whisky to be 29% degrees under proof. Henry Phillips, 
landlord of the Morning Star, was summoned for a similar offence. 
Inspector Jennings again gave evidence as to the purchase of a like 
quantity of whisky from defendant on the same day. Asample was 
sent to the public analyst, who certified that the liquor was 27} de- 
grees under proof. Mr. Phillips explained that the whisky had not 
been thoroughly mixed and that the water had fallen to the bottom. 
Mr. Finucane had informed him that he should have mixed it until 
it came right. Whisky from the same cask was over the standard. 
Thomas John, landlord of the Cambrian Inn, was summoned for a 
similar offence. Inspector Jennings gave evidence, from which it 
appeared that in this case the whisky was 254 degrees under proof, 
being only half a degree above the standard. The Bench said they 
did not consider either of these cases of a serious nature. Unfor- 
tunately they had no information from the analyst as to what really 
alcohol consisted of; it was the amount of fusil oil and other dele- 


terious matter that ought to be analysed. As to the amount of water, 
the more water used the better it was for the consumer. They did 
not feel disposed to convict either of the defendants. The sum- 
monses were accordingly dismissed. 


Thomas Abraham, Nelthorpe Arms Inn, Scawby, was summoned 
for having on November 19th sold a bottle of whisky which was 
below the prescribed strength. Sergeant Wilson purchased a bottle 
of whisky at defendant’s for 3s. 6d., and on the liquor being tested 
it was certified to contain 28°3 per cent. of water, being 3°3 per cent. 
below the limit fixed by the Act. Mr. Sowter, who appeared for the 
defendant, said he thought the Magistrates would not take a very 
serious view of the case, as the whisky was only 3 per cent. weaker than 
it should have been. The liquor had lost that small portion of its 
strength by evaporation. It was very different from selling coffee 
which was 95 per cent. of chicory. The Magistrates imposed a 
penalty of 5s, and 14s. 6d. costs, the chairman remarking that the 
Bench did not think the offence was intentionally committed. 


At the Steyning Petty Sessions, on the 2nd inst., Henry Gardner 
Boleno, late of the Swiss Cottage, Shoreham, was summoned for 
selling adulterated whisky at Shoreham, on November 24th. Mr. 
Plumbridge appeared for the defendant, and pleaded not guilty. 
Sergeant Harry Read said on November 24th last, he went to the 
Cottage Inn, New Shoreham, and purchased a quartern of Scotch 
whisky. He paid 8d. for it. Having completed the purchase he 
said he had been instructed by the Food and Drugs Committee of 
the County Council to purchase some whisky to be sent to the public 
analyst. The defendant was holding the license of the house at the 
time. The barmaid said after he had made the purchase, ‘‘I am 
sorry the keg was so low: there was very little in it.” Witness 
said the barmaid had to lever the vessel to get the whisky out. 
Cross-examined by Mr. Plumbridge: It was almost the last drop of 
whisky in the jar. Superintendent Byrne proved sending one of 
the samples taken to the public analyst, and he produced a certifi- 
cate which showed the whisky was of the lowest legal strength and 
with three parts of added water. In answer to Mr. Plumbridge, 
Superintendent Byrne said he had not sufficient knowledge to know 
how much’ spirits would evaporate, but he dared say it would evapo- 
rate to a certain extent. Mr. Plumbridge, addressing the Bench for 
the defence, said spirits would evaporate to the extent of three per 
cent. by the withdrawing of the cork or ventilator from time to time. 
His client never adulterated his whisky, and sold it as he received 
it. He asked to be allowed to call the defendant, to which the Bench 
agreed. The defendant was then sworn, and stated that he sold the 
whisky exactly as he received it. He knew that whisky evaporated, 
and the spirit in question had keen in the jar for nine weeks. The 
Chairman said anybody selling spirits of that description should 


prevent the purchaser from suffering from any cause whatever. The — 


Bench did not feel that they could do otherwise than inflict a fine, 
and they imposed a small penalty of £1, and 15s. costs. 

At Stonehouse Petty Sessions, on the 30th ult., before Admiral 
Wilson, in the chair, John Elliot, landlord of the Faleon Inn, Union- 
street, was summoned for selling a half-pint of Irish whisky not u 


to the quality demanded. Detective Hannaford proved buying half- 


a-pint of whisky, an analysis of which showed it was 30 per cent. 
under proof. Mr. Eric Ward, for the defence, pleaded guilty, and 
explained that defendant bought a quarter cask of whisky at 
Exeter in August last. It was then 20 per cent. under proof, and he 


kept it in the cask, drawing it off and ‘breaking it down” ashe — 


wanted it. Mr. Elliot had been ill, however, and during his absence 
his son prepared the spirit for sale, and they could only assume that 
he made a mistake through misunderstanding his father’s instruc- 
tions. Admiral Wilson said the public must be protected, and fined 
Elliot 40s. and costs. 


_ GIN, : 
At Bourn Petty Sessions, on the 22nd ult., A. C. Ely, of the George 


and Dragon, Deeping, was charged under the Food and Drugs Adul- 
teration Act with selling a pint of gin to P.C. Wellband 39 per cent. 
under proof, the limit of the Act for gin being 35. Mr. Atter was 
for the prosecution, and Mr. Styles for the defence. It was con- 
tended that water was left in the measure accidently, defendant and 
his wife giving evidence on the point. The magistrates said that the 
public must be considered, but as the amount of adulteration was 
small and the result of accident, a fine of 5s. and costs would be 
imposed. 


Joseph Millwood, innkeeper, West Deeping, was fined 10s., and 
costs 18s. 9d., for selling gin 51 per cent. under proof. Mr. Styles 
defended. Mr. Atter appeared for the prosecution. Mrs. Millwood 
stated that she was not aware until informed that the sample sold 
was so weak, or she certainly would not have soldit. The magis- 
trate said it was the first offence. 


At Tewkesbury, on the 29th ult., David Vick was summoned for 
selling to William Hodgetts a pint of gin not of the quality demanded 
by the purchaser. Mr. E. W. Moore, who appeared for defendant. 
objected to the case being heard, as the summous was not served the 
number of clear days prescribed by the Act. The objection was 
upheld, and the case adjourned for a fortnight. 


BRANDY. 

At the Taunton police-court, William Day, landlord of the Star 
Inn, Thurloxton, was charged with selling on the 1st December, a 
pint of brandy which was some degrees under proof. Defendant 
pleaded guilty. Sergeant Masters had bought a quantity of brandy 
from the defendant, and on being submitted to the analysist, the 
spirit was found under proof. Mr. ©, P. Clarke, on behalf of Mr. 
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Day, pleaded that the spirit was sold in the same state in which it 
was bought, that was to say it was not adulterated by the defendant. 
A fine of 1s. and costs was inflicted. 


Richard Dilling, landlord of the Bell Inn at Creech St. Michael, 
was also charged with a similar offence, but the spirit in this case 
was slightly more under proof than in the preceding one. Defen- 
dant pleaded guilty and said his house was not a free one, and that 
he sold the brandy exactly as he received it. Defendant was fined 
10s. and 5s. costs, 


Wm, Wright, of the Queen’s Arms, Scawby Station, was sum- 
moned at Brigg Petty Sessons, on the 27th ult., for selling a bottle 
of brandy below the legal strength. Police-Sergeant Wilson, on 
the 19th November, bought at defendant’s house a bottle of brandy 
for 4s. 6d., and on a portion of it being tested by Dr. Minter, the 
Lindsey county analyst, it was certified to contain 29-6 per cent. 
of water, being 4°6 per cent. below the minimum strength fixed by 
the Act. Defendant said he was new to the business, and was sorry 
for the mistake. Fined 5s, and 14s. 6d. costs. 





COFFEE. 


At the West London Police-court, on December 29th, Charles Wood- 
house, York-road, Hammersmith, was summoned before Mr. Curtis 
Bennett for selling coffee and chicory. not being of substance and 
quality demanded. Mr. W. P. Cockburn, clerk of the Hammersmith 
Vestry, supported the summons. Inspector Oatley, under the Food 
and Drugs Act, said that on the 15th November he went to the 
defendant’s shop and asked for a pound of coffee and chicory. The 
defendant told him that he had none loose, but he had the mixture 
in tins. The witness then purchased two tins, each contained a 
half-pound and paid 1s. The analyst’s certificate was produced, 
stating that the sample contained 90 per cent. of chicory, and not 
more than 10 per cent. of coffee. In answer to Mr. Cockburn, the 
‘inspector said the price of coffee was 1s. 6d. per lb., and chicory 5d. 
per lb. Mr, Cockburn produced some decided cases, and urged that 
the defendant was liable under the Act. He had sold chicory and coffee, 
not coffee and chicory, the mixture not being in due proportions. 
Mr. Curtis Bennett said the cases cited referred to the purchase of 
coffee only. The inspector said he asked for coffee and chicory, 
and received chicory and coffee. The question was whether it was 
afraud. The inspector did not ask for the mixture in due propor- 
tions. Now that the defendant knew the nature of the contents of 
the tins he had better be careful. The defendant produced a simi- 
lar tin bearing a label, and said he did not obtain 20 per cent. out of 
the sale. Mr. Curtis Bennett looked at the invoice of the tins, and 
said the middleman appeared to receive the benefit of the sale. The 
summons was then dismissed, and the defendant applied for costs. 
Mr. Curtis Bennett refused to grant any, and said the inspector was 
quite right in bringing the case to the court. 


At Tewkesbury, on the 29th ult., the Gloucester Co-operative and 
Industrial Society were summoned for selling on the 5th ult. to 
William Hodgetts 1lb. of coffee adulterated to the extent of 25 per 
cent. with chicory. The company’s manager attended, and produced 
a yellow wrapper bearing an inscription that the contents were a 
mixture. A similar wrapper to this was alleged to have been used to 
wrap up the coffee before it was handed to the inspector. William 
Hodgetts said the mixture was taken from a canister labelled 
‘‘ coffee,” and was put in a paperand handed him. In the course 
of his duties he had to divide the coffee into three parts in the 
presence of the manager, to whom he presented a notice that it would 
be analysed. He could not swear that the wrapper he received the 
coffee in was unlike the one produced. The bench dismissed the 
case, but the defendants were to understand that notices on 
wrappers should be of a character which could not be misunderstood 
by the public. 


At the Penderyn Petty Sessions, on the 28th ult., at Cefn, William 
Morgan, grocer, Cefn, was summoned for selling coffee and chicory, 
which was not of the nature and substance required by the pur- 
chaser. John Williams, inspector under the Act, purchased a tin of 
coffee and chicory, which, upon analysis by the public analyst, was 
found to contain 15 per cent. coffee and 35 per cent. chicory. In 
answer to Mr. D. E. Williams, witness said the label stated the con- 
tents were a mixture of coffee and chicory. He asked for coffee and 
chicory. Mr. J.J. Jones appeared for the defence, and contended 
that Mr. Morgan had treated the inspector very fairly, inasmuch as 
he, first of all, offered to give him pure ground coffee, and was in the 
act of weighing the berries, when the inspector said he did not want 
that, but wanted tinned coffee. Mr. Morgan then said he had no 
coffee, but he had chicory and coffee intins. The inspector offered to 
take one of the tins, and paid 74d. for it. There was half a lb. of the 
mixture, and the price of pure coffee would be 2s.a lb, The defen- 
dant having given evidence, the magistrate dismissed the summons 
on the ground that the chicory was not injurious to health, and in 
this case had not been fraudulently added. 





LARD. 


At Castle Eden, on the 24th ult., Robert Shanks, grocer, of South 
Hetton, was charged. under the Food and Drugs Act with having sold 
lard adulterated with 20 per cent. of beef stearine, on the 28th of 


. November. Mr. Scott Elder prosecuted, and said the stearine was 


injurious when obtained by boiling old bones, which frequently con- 
tained parasites. Fined £2 and costs. 


“SKIMMED” CONDENSED MILK PROSECUTIONS. 


We have for months past repeatedly called public attention to 
the sale of “‘Skimmed” condensed milk as condensed milk. Of 
the scores of frauds practiced in the public food supply, this is, 
doubtless, the very meanest, as the victims are so often helpless 
children, who are fed upon the innutritious milk by persons who 


are unaware that it has been deprived of its fat. From personal 
experience, we would say that, very few of the grocers who sell 
it are aware of the fact that they are vending as condensed milk 
an article having scarcely any feeding properties whatever. They 
take it in good faith from the makers. The energetic action of 
Mr. Walter ‘Tyler, Food and Drugs Inspector, Brentford, is one 
therefore, that in the interests of the public, and of grocers, is to 
be in every way commended, and if other Food and Drugs Act 
Inspectors follow Mr. Tyler’s example, it will cause grocers to 
note which are the worthless “skimmed” condensed milks, and 
to avoid them. Apart from the fact that such action by Food 
and Drugs Act Inspectors would lead to the speedy diminution 
of the high rate of infant mortality, it would benefit better-class 
grocers by preventing the unscrupulous “ cut-throat” stores and 
grocers underselling their more honest and self-respecting com- 
petitors. It is the rage for cheapness, and the sale of adulterated 
articles, that has brought the grocer’s trade to the pass of being 
of all occupations, that at which the hardest work is performed, 
for the least profit. All who respect their calling, and wish to 
improve the position of the trade, should do their utmost to 
cause the Acts to be entorced against fraud in food stuffs, and to 
amend them, so that the real gainer by adulteration—the whole- 
sale manufacturer—is made responsible. 

At present, next to the manufacturers, the greatest gainers by 
fraud are the stores and large advertising ‘‘ cut-throat” dealers 
who sell scarce one honest or genuine article. We hope to see 
inspectors visit these gentry, some of whom have special brands 
of “skimmed” or partly “skimmed” condensed milk made for 
them to sell asa genuine article at cutting prices, the partly 
skimmed milks having from 6 to 8 per cent. of fat instead of the 
full 12 or more per cent. found in pure condensed milks, 


IMPORTANT PROSECUTION AT BRENTFORD, 


A batch of half-a-dozen defendants appeared at the Brentford 
Petty Sessions on Saturday last to answer summonses issued at 
the instance of the Middlesex County Council for having sold 
condensed milk from which fat had been extracted to the extent 
of from 50 to 80 per cent. In the first case heard—that of Mr. 
Alfred Platt, of Ealing-road, Brentford—the abstraction was 
certified to amount to 80 percent. Mr. Stephen Woodbridge, 
solicitor, prosecuted for the Middlesex County Council; Mr. 
Besley and Mr. Slade Butler appeared for the defence. The 
facts relied upon by the prosecution were that the defendant's 
manager sold to the inspector a tin of condensed milk for 34d., 
and that in doing so he did not call the attention of the inspector 
to a label on the can till after he had intimated that it was 
bought for analysis. The label in question was to the effect that 
“This tin contains skim milk, with nothing added but water.” 
This, it was submitted, was not a sufficient disclosure of the 
fact of the abstraction to comply with the requirement of the 
9th section of the Act; that the seller should not sell without 
making disclosure of the fact of the abstraction. The certificate 
of an analyst was in the following terms :—“ I am of opinion that 
this sample has been made from milk from which at least 80 per 
cent. of fat has been abstracted before concentrating so as to affect 
injuriously its quality. Its nutritive value is only one-fifth that 
of genuine condensed milk.” For the defence it was submitted 
that the 9th section did not apply to the case of a manufactured 
article unless such article was adulterated or altered after manu- 
facture, which could not be said to be the case with condensed 
milk. It was also argued that condensed milk consisted of the 
flesh-forming qualities of milk, with 46 parts in 100 of cane 
sugar added ; that the sample was sold as condensed skimmed 
milk; and that the inspector’s attention having been called to 
the label on the tin was a sufficient disclosure of the abstrac- 
tion. Sir G. S. Measom, against the protest of Mr. Besley, re- 
called the inspector, and asked him if the defendant’s manager 
gave him notice of the label before he purchased. Mr. Tyler 
replied that it was after the purchase. Defendant was fined 
£10 and costs. Notice of appeal was given. In the case of 
Frederick Wright, the abstraction of fat was certified to be 50 
percent. This differed from the other case only in the fact that 
it was suggested by the defence that the milk was stored on 
shelves, and that a label was placed in front on the shelf showing 
it to be condensed skimmed milk. A fine of £3 with one guinea 
costs was inflicted. Notice of appeal was given in this case also, 
The other cases were adjourned pending the hearing of the ap- 
peals to quarter sessions, 
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THE DISEASED MEAT TRAFFIC. 
THE SLINK MEAT TRADE AT PRESTON. 





. DISMISSAL OF OFFICIALS. 

At last Preston has resolved to move the foul stigma that has 
for so long a period rested upon it, of being the distributing 
place for diseased meat. How long will the slowly awakening 
authorities be before they enforce the Adulteration Acts? It 
will be a pity if the reform stops at the present point. The 
butcher thief being pulled up the Town Council would do well 
to look to the ‘thief behind the counter.” 

At the monthly meeting of the Preston Town Council, on the 29th 
ult., the report of the Sanitary Committee, in which reference was 
made to the recent inquiry into the bad meat trade in Preston, the 
Committee recommended the dismissal of the Sanitary Inspectors, 
Cave and Moss; and that copies of the evidence taken at the in- 
quiry be sent to the Board of Agriculture, whose regulations were 
shown to have been disregarded, and also to the Local Government 
Board under whose sanction the medical officer of the borough held 
office. It was further recommended that the three other sanitary 
Officials be requested to attend the next meeting of the Committee, 
and that it be understood that the continuance of the present officials 
in office is under consideration. Another rccommendation was that 
a meat and food inspector be appointed at a salary of £2 10s. 
per week, and that inquiry be made with a view of obtaining the 
assistance of the police in detecting and reporting cases of unsound 
meat brought into the borough and exposed for sale. Dr. Dunn 
moved the adoption of the report, and Alderman Hibbert seconded 
the motion, on which it was moved by Dr. Holden, and seconded by 
Mr. Rowe, that the recommendation as to the dismissal of the officers 
be referred back to the Committee. Alderman Satterthwaite con- 
tended that the inspectors should have an opportunity of meeting 
the accusations made against them. 

Alderman Hibbert said no one who had read the evidence could 
doubt the existence of the abominable traffic in diseased meat in 
Preston ; nor could they question the proof given that the officers 
were in collusion with the chief traffickers in diseased meat to throw 
dust in the eyes of the Sanitary Investigation Committee. He re- 
ferred to ‘‘the barefaced lying document’? prepared by certain 
officials in the Council’s own service, which was an elaborate defence 
of the Sanitary officers, purporting to come from an independent 
source. To keep the officials now would be to strike a severe blow 
at the efficiency of Corporate Sanitary administration. Mr. Hale 
declared that the 20 years’ service of the officials referred to had been 
a bad service, and his opinion was that the Sanitary Department of 
the borough was rotten from top to bottom. Mr. Thompson said 
the evidence proved that terrorism had been exercised to prevent 
witnesses from giving evidence. 

On a division, the amendment was lost by 22 votes to 15. 

Alderman Satterthwaite moved that the recommendation to send 
the report of the inquiry to the Board of Agriculture and the Local 
Government Board be expunged. He contended that it would do 
considerable damage to the town, perhaps affecting their market 
rights, and bringing no adequate benefit. Alderman Walmsley 
seconded the motion, and the Mayor supported it, remarking that 
there was a section of the Council always anxious to befoul the town 
and hold it up to contempt. A very acrimonious debate ensued. The 
amendment was lost by 25 votes to 10, and the committee’s report 
was confirmed in its entirety. 

DisEasED Mrat FRoM ABERGELE, 

Before Mr. W. J. Stewart, Stipendiary Magistrate at the Liverpool 
Police-court, on the 29th, the hearing was resumed of the adjourned 
summons against Edwin Mostyn, butcher, of Abergele, for depositing 
for sale at the Liverpool Abattoir the carcase of a cow that had suf- 
fered from tuberculosis. Mr. Moss prosecuted, and Mr. J. A. Lloyd, 
of St. Asaph, defended. Evidence was now given to prove the iden- 
tity of the carcase seized by the meat inspectors with the carcase 
sent by the defendant to a Liverpool butcher, named Samuel Bicker- 
ton, to be deposited at the abattoir. Neither Bickerton nor his man, 
who had fetched the carcase from the station, had noticed that the 
meat was diseased before it was seized. Mr. Lloyd argued that there 
was no proof that defendant had knowledge of the condition of the 
meat, and that he had acted bona fide in trusting to the opinion of a 
focal veterinary surgeon. Mr. Stewart said that traces of tuberco- 
losis had been removed at Abergele, so that he would be justified in 
saying that defendant had committed an offence. The only question 
was that of ownership, it having been stated that the carcase be- 
longed to a Mrs. Lewis who had asked the defendant to dispose of it 
for her. Mr. Moss hoped that his worship would not accept that 
objection, as it would enable butchers to evade the Act when dealing 
with diseased meat. Besides there was no evidence given as to the 
ownership of the meat, so that they must assume that it belonged 
to the defendant. Mr. Stewart offered to further adjourn the case so 
that evidence of ownership might be adduced, but Mr. Lloyd pre- 
ferred to have the case disposed of at once. Mr. Stewart then fined 
the defendant £5, with £1 14s. 


Bap Savsaaus. 


William Pearce, a sausage maker of Middleboro’, Colchester, was 
charged before Captain Ind and A. K. Francis, Esq., at the Borough 
Police-court, on the 29th ult., with having on his premises, 7, 
Manor-court, for food, on the 14th inst., ten pieces of pork 
and twenty-four pieces of beef, which were unsound. All the 
magistrates who are members of the Corporation retired from the 
Bench during the hearing of this case. The Town Clerk was for 


the prosecution, and Mr. Asher Prior for the defence. Mr. W. H. 
Pope, Sanitary Inspector, said that on the 15th he visited a shed on 
the premises of the defendant, and found there machinery for sau- 
sage-making. The bread-pressing machine was in use. There was 
a bag of meat on the dresser ina stinking condition. He also looked 


at 7, Manor-court, which was also occupied by the defendant, and — 


saw a bag of something hanging out of one of the windows. He 


sent for a constable and ordered him to keep watch. Witness then 


went to a public house and brought Mr. Pearce out, and told him 
that he wished to inspect No. 7, as it was believed there was bad 
meat there. Defendant at first said his man had the key, but ulti- 
mately said he had it himself after all. The door was unlocked and 
they went in. There was a quantity of bullocks, ‘‘wizzens” in a 
stinking condition. Defendant said he dried and scraped them and 
sent some to London, using the others himself. Witness also found 
the carcase of a sheep, the appearance of which was suspicious, the 
throat having been cut instead of pierced in the usual way. Pearce, 
when asked, said he had no bad meat on the premises, but paid 34d. 
per lb. for all the meat he had to make into sausages. Leaving 
Police-constable Day in charge of the premises, after having told 
him in the presence of the defendant not to allw anything to be moved 
or touched, witness went for the Medical Officer of Health, who re- 
turned with him. On reaching Pearce’s premises he found that meat 
had been turned out of a bag on to the bench, also another bag of 
meat moved into the house. The medical officer inspected the meat 
in the bag, and also other meat, which was in three baskets, which 
were found between two cupboards in the house. The medical officer 


directed him to take charge of twenty-three pieces of meat, ten © 


pieces of pork, one sheep’s heart, also some scraps, and they were 
taken to the Town Hall, where they were inspected by the Mayor 
and condemned. Witness had the pieces disinfected and buried. 
Ultimately the Bench fined Pearce £34 and costs, or three months’ 
hard labour. 


’ Disuasep Mrat at SMITHFIELD. : 

f At the Guildhall, London, on the 29th ult., Samuel Taylor, junior, 
was summoned for sending to the Central Meat Market, West 
Smithfield, four quarters of beef, the same being diseased and 
totally unfit for human food. Mr. Vickery prosecuted on behalf of 
the Commissioners of Sewers. Evidence having been given, Mr. 
Fowler, for the defence, held that there was no case, inasmuch 
as the defendant had given the heart, liver, &c., of the animal to 
his family, who ate the meat and had not suffered from any evil 
effects. Moreover, the accused was a very poor man. The Alder] 
man imposed a fine of £10 and £5 5s. costs, or a month. 





PUBLIC HEALTH NOTES. 


At the last meeting of the Rugby Rural Sanitary Authority a 
plan for completing the drainage of Dunchurch (which had been 
partly carried out by the Duke of Buccleuch at his own expense) 
at a cost of between £300 and £400 was approved, and the Clerk 
was directed to apply to the Local Government Board for sanc- 
tion to borrow the money. 





The District Council of the Plumbers’ Association representing 
the provinces of Leinster and Connaught, presented the Lord 
Mayor of London with an address at the Mansion House, 
Dublin, on Tuesday. In acknowledging, the Lord Mayor referred 
to the excellent work which had been accomplished by that 
association in regard to sanitation and public health, pointing 
out that, prior to the system of registration, incompetent work- 
men were allowed to practice the trade of p!umbers, the result 
being generally injurious to the public, 


At the meeting of the Rugby Rural Sanitary Authority 
on Monday, a letter was received from the Rugby Local 
Board intimating that they had appointed their Estates Com- 
mittee to confer with the committee to be appointed by this 
authority to discuss the terms and conditions upon which a 
joint hospital might be provided. Dr. Gray proposed that a 
committee of six be appointed. Several Guardians broke away 
into the question whether such a hospital was necessary, and 
expressed themselves against it. Dr. Townsend—whom it was 
proposed to put upon the committee—said he objected to the 
principle of the thing altogether, and should do all he could to 
prevent it being carried out at all. He was in favour of 
movable iron hospitals, which were. now being adopted by the 
Metropolitan Asylum Board. Dr. Gray reminded them that 
they had already passed a minute that a committee be ap- 
pointed to confer with the Local Board ; and the clerk said it 
was not for the committee to decide whether the hospital was 
required, as that had already been settled by the Board. Mr. 
Darlington pointed out that the Meriden Union had got into 
trouble through refusing to combine, and now found themselves 
upon their “ beam ends,” and he advised this authority that it 
would be a great mistake if they did not take time by the forelock, 
and come to an arrangement if they could. The difficulty of re- 
moving patients from outlying parishes was. put forward as an 
objection, but the Vice-Chairman said they wore assured by 
their medical officer that there would be no difficulty about that. 
Eventually, after more adverse remarks, a committee of six was 
appointed. 
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CIRCULAR NOTES. 


Sertincg WaTEeR as WHISKEY. 


Aberdare is the victim of a Bench of Magistrates who seriously 
merit the attention of the Lord Chancellor. Three recent 
prosecutions for whiskey adulteration showed that the spirit was 
adulterated with 4} per cent., 2} per cent., and 3 per cent. of 
water beyoud the limit. The Bench said that, “ the more 
water used, the better for the consumer,” and dismissed the 
summons. The average J.P. is a fearful creature at any timo; 
but if any rational idea could by any possibility penetrate into 
“the gruel they call their brains,” of these Aberdare Slenders, 
they might be able to understand a simple point in public 
honesty, viz., that whiskey is not commercially of the same value 
as water, and that the person who pays whiskey price for water, 
is, in plain Anglo-Saxon—robbed. We do not quarrel with the 
Bench’s opinions that “the more water the consumer uses the 





better,” but we do believe that it would strike anyone— 


always excepting the particular Aberdare magisterial representa- 
tives of the long-eared tribe —that it is the customers’ business 
to add the excess water—not the publican’s. We wonder what 
the Excise authorities have to say to this encouragement given 
to fraud by gentlemen holding Her Majesty’s commission of the 
peace, 





How Spices aRE ADULTERATED. 


The Confectioners Union says :— Pure spices are debased for 
pecuniary profit by adding to them inferior or spurious articles, 
or by taking from them one or more of their constituent parts. 
The practice has grown with present day competition, in spite of 
the very severe laws prohibiting it. It is not at allan uncommon 
thing to see ground spices sold at less than half the price of the 
unground article, a fact which sufficiently indicates that 
grinding is not the only process which the spice undergoes. It 
means, of course, that the ground spice has been more than 
doubled in its bulk by the addition of some cheap substance. 
Some firms go so far as to advertise adulterated goods, and evade 
the law by calling them compounds. Ground ginger is adulter- 
ated with meal, rice, flour, starch, cayenne pepper, and maniila 
rope. The true ginger-root has a very fine hair-like fibre running 
through it, and this is found in the ground article. Many 
people will not buy ginger unless they see the fibre, and bits of 
ground rope are made to take their place ia the adulterated article. 
The cayenne pepper gives the necessary pungency. Sometimes 
chrome yellow, a poisonous article, is used for colouring. Cloves 
are adulterated by an admixture of dried and ground twigs of the 
trees from which cloves are gathered ; also with ground cocoanut 
shells and pepper dust. Allspice is also treated in the same way. 
Considerable cleverness is shown in the adulteration of cinnamon 
and nutmeg. Stale and broken biscuits, or damaged and common 


flour, are baked in the oven, and afterwards ground up to a fine 


' this baked dust. 


powder, and this is freely mixed with the ground cinnamon and 
nutmeg. In adulterating maca, Venetian red is mixed up with 
Cayenne pepper is adulterated with meal, 
farina, cocoanut shells, Venetian red, and salt, the whole being 
then ground up together. The salt gives a brighter colour 
Venetian rej, which is itself poisonous. In some cases the 
essential oils are even extracted from the puro spices prior to the 
grinding. 


MAGISTERIAL ENEMIES OF SOCIETY. 


One of tho worst of the evils afflicting this country is that there 
exists no authority having powers to arrest, try, and fine, or 
imprison magistrates who, by reason of incapacity or reckless- 
ness, so act oa the bench that their decisions encourage outrage 
and robbery, or endanger public health. Were such a body ir 
existence, we can conceive how swiftly it would swoop down upon 
such magisterial monstrosities as Mr. Mead. The British 
Medical Journal in its last issue records the fact that Hamburg 
has again been declared infected by cholera, and that all other 
German ports are susp2cted. In France cholera exists at 
Dankirk, Boulogne, and Calais, For months past Dr. Thorne 
of the Local Government Board, and medical officers of health 
have been taking precautions in dread of the anticipated visi- 
tation of cholera early this year to England. Magistrates have 
been again and again appealed to to strenuously assist the local 
authorities in the vitally necessary sanitary work of “ setting 
our house in order.” 

Let us see how far this appeal has influenced Mr. Mead, the 
magistrate at Southwark police-court. Mr. Thomas, Sanitary 
Inspector, served notices on a Mr. Abrahams, 25, Great Prescott- 
street, Whitechapel, requesting him to put into repair a house, 
No. 51, Elim-street, Bermondsey. Our contemporary, 7’he Star, 
says of the property that— 

hen Mr. Thomas, tho sanitary inspector, visited the premises, 
which consisted of three rooms occupied by eight persons, he found a 
man, his wife, and one child sleeping in the washhouse. The walls 
and ceilings of the house were damp, and in one of the bedrooms he 


found rain coming through the roof and falling within a few inches 
of the bed. ‘The house, w.c.’s and drains were foul and offensive. 
He served notices upon the owner, requiring him to execute certain 
repairs. In spite of these notices, however, he did nothing beyond 
employing two men to open the drains. This landlord is the owner 
of 25 houses besides the one for which he was summoned. He told 
the Southwark magistrate he was doing the work, and all he wanted 
was a little time. 

Mr. Mead (the magistrate): Did the Vestry Clerk sign the notices ? 

Mr. Thomas, Sanitary Inspector ; Under the Act I am empowered 
to do so. 

Mr. Mead: On whose authority do you take proceedings ? 

Mr. Thomas: Proceedings are taken in consequence of a resolu- 
tion of the Vestry. 

Mr. Mead: Have you the resolution here ? 

Mr. Thomas: No. 

Mr. Mead (to the defendant): I shall fine you 20s. and 2s. costs. 

Mr. Thomas: I have been specially directed by the board to ask 
for costs in consequence of the extra expense the defendant has put 
us to. 

Mr. Mead: Very well, the defendant will have to pay 7s. costs. 

Mr. Thomas: I have the surveyor and architect here. 

Mr. Mead: 7s. costs. 

In Mr. Mead’s opinion a 20s. fine is an adequate penalty upon 
a slum-owner who thus endangers not only the lives of the 
eight persons occupying his rookery, but of the surrounding in- 
habitants. When the contumacious slum-owner, after harassing 
sanitary inspector, architect, surveyor, and vestry, until their 
patience is exhausted, is at last brought to book. 7s. costs is in 
Mr. Mead’s opinion sufficient to pay for the trouble and at- 
tendance of surveyor and architect. Again, we repeat our 
regret there exists no house of correction for magistrates, 
because such as Mr. Mead—and they are unhappily not scarce— 
sorely stand in need of correction that will arouse them to a 
sense of the fact that magistrates ought to be the friends and 
not the enemies of society. 


THE SOCIETY OF PUBLIC ANALYSTS. 





The annual dinner of the Society of Public Analysts was held 
on Wednesday evening, at the Criterion Restaurant, under the 
presidency of Sir Charles A. Cameron, M.D., F.R.C.P., the 
newly-elected president. Among those present were Mr. Otto 
Hehner (past president), Dr. Bell, C.B., F.R.S., Captain Verney 
Cameron, C.B., R.N., Dr. F. Allan, Surgeon-Major Carte, Dr. 
Cory, Dr. Abraham, Surgeon-Captain Jackson, Dr. Kennedy, 
Mr. A. H. Allen, Dr. T. Stevenson, Mr. Cassal, Dr. Sykes, 
Mr. E. W. Voelcker, Mr. R. H. Davies, Dr. Bernard Dyer, Mr, 
Aubrey Rake, and Mr. J. A. R. Newlands. 

The president, after proposing the usual loyal and patriotic 
toasts, gave that of “Success to the Society of Public Analysts,” 
and in doing so said that the past president was leaving the 
society in a higher state of efficiency than it had ever before 
attained, 

Mr. Otto Hehner, in responding for the toast, said that the 
society had for 17 years worked very hard for the good of the 
community under circumstances which would have disheartened 
many other people, and which they all found extremely trying. 
When, 16 or 17 years ago, the Food Act was passed, and the fiat 
went forth that there should be a number of gentlemen called 


public analysts, there was a very small number of men to under- 


take the duties of the public analyst, and there were practically 
no means of carrying out the requirements of the Food Act. 
The society had worked hard, and he thought they were in a 
very much better position now than they were then, and with- 
out that society, which had given stimulus to them all, 
they would not have reached their position. In 17 years the 
members of the society had read before it 450 papers on every 
possible subject concerning their work, and 150 papers had been 
published by the members in the journal the Analyst, which was 
a mine of information for all who worked in that direction, 
and had supplied information to all the world, for this country 
was the first to take action in the matter, and the Legislatures 
of other countries had followed. Seventeen years ayo twenty 
per cont. of the articles analysed were adulterated ; now the 
percentage was about eleven. As to the quantity of adultera- 
tion then practised, it was appalling—milk would be found to 
have 50 per cent. of added water ; bread had any amount of alum 
in it; and spirits were watered to any extent. Millions of 
pounds had thus been saved to the public by the public analysts, 
and as the larger part of the nation’s earnings was spent in food, 
the importance of their work was manifest. But as the analysts 
had advanced in knowledge, so had the enemies of purity of 
food, and it must be remembered that while the former worked in 
the day, the latter worked in the dark, and they had taken such 
advantage of the increase of knowledge that at the present time, 
more than at any time in the history of the world, adulteration 
had come to be a fine art. Therefore there was still plenty of 
work for public analysts to do to scotch and to kill scientific 
adulteration. Other toasts followed. 
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WEDNESDAY’S PRODUCE MARKETS. 


Grarin—At the Baltic a cargo of Californian wheat fetched 31s. 3d. 
Futures were easy and 14d. Lower. Maize was firm and barley quiet. 
At Mark-lane, English wheat was firmly held,and flour was in firm 
request. At Liverpool the sales were 15,000 centals, at 6s. 4d. 

Sucar—British refined though quiet is firm. The small supply of 
pieces sold at steady rates. At Glasgow the sugar market was firm, 
and a good business was done in Clydecrushed. Beetroot was quoted 
at 14s. 74d. ¢.i.f., 88 per cent., and after products 12s. to 12s. 3d. 
f.0.b., 75 per cent. Foreign refined was strong. 
| Provistons—Curerse—There was stiil little demand in London for 
either choice Canadian or States, prices being unchanged. Choice 
September, Canadian 53s. to 54s., occasionally 55s. Burrzr—Nor- 
mandy quiet at late rates, baskets, 116s. to 120s., for best ordinary, 
and 124s. to 128s. extra mild. Danish better tone, 120s. to 124s. 
Australian, 116s. to 120s. New Zealand, 114s. to 118s. Dutch quiet, 
un-changed, choice dairy, 110s. to 114s. ; and factories, 114s. to 118s. 
Larp—lIrish is firm with Belfast bladders 15’s to 100’s at 64s. to 74s., 
and Waterfords 16’s to 50’s, 66s. to 70s. American is extremely 
stiff, 56s. to 56s. 6d. being wanted for pails on the spot. Danish 
bladders are scarce at 62s. to 66s. Bacon—Prices: Irish, lean size- 
able, best, 73s.; ordinary, 71s.; stout, best, 71s.; ordinary, 69s. ; 
good lean sizeable, 70s.; fat, stout, 69s. Danish, sizeable No. 1, 
66s. to 68s.; No. 2, 64s. to 66s.; No. 1 heavy, 65s. to 66s.; sixes, 
63s. to 65s. Hams anp Bacon—Irish continue firm at 86s. to 104s., 
for Belfast, weights from 10lb. to 14lb., being in small supply and 


worth 100s., while special brands are unchanged at 110s. to 119s. . 


American long cuts of 11]b. and 14lb. are in demand and quoted, 60s. 
to 61s.; short cuts, 14lb., 58s. to 60s. according to brand. The 
Liverpool market, on light shipments from America and stronger 
advices, is much more active, local houses continuing to buy freely, 
and a considerable advance in prices has been established. 


THE MEAT MARKET. 

The supply was composed of 36 tons Scotch beef, 500 sides from 
Liverpool, a good supply from Deptford, 1,600 refrigerated hind- 
quarters, 650 fore-quarters, 100 Irish and 400 Dutch pigs, and 1,000 
Dutch sheep. Prices were generally higher, holders being very firm. 


Bd Sa Us ERG fh Gk 
Beef—Inferior 1 8to2 4 Pork—English 4 8to5 4 
Middling .. 2 4—3 0 Irish .. oo 60los A 2 
Prime . 38 8—4 0 Dutch.. ne of —4 8 
Scotch,longsides4 O—4 2 Mutton—Inferior 2 0—2 8 
Do,, short sides 4 4—4 6 Middling - 3 2—3 6 
Liverpool and Prime.. - 4 0—4 4 
Deptfordjkilled Scotch oe « —4 4 
American .. 3 0—3 4 Dutch.. - 3&3 0—4 0 
Refrig, Hind-qr, Frozen Mutton— 
of American 2 6—2 8 New Zealand 2 5—2 10 
Do,, Fore-qrs, Australian .. 1 9—2 6 
of American 110—2 2 River Plate .. 1 8—1 10 
Veal—English 4 8—5 8 Frozen Lamb... 3 0—3 4 





CORRESPONDENCE, 


THE DAIRY PRODUCE DEFENCE ASSOCIATION. 

To the Eprtor of Foop, Druas anp DRINK. 
S1r,—There is a slight mistake in the paragraph in your issue of 
last week headed ‘‘Important to Grocers,” which I shall be glad to 
be allowed to correct. The circular which is reproduced in the para- 
graph has not as yet been circulated outside the city of Gloucester, 
to which the Association have up to the present time confined their 
operations. The extent to which they may be further carried must 
depend upon the support which the Association may receive in car- 

rying on what is a rather expensive work. 
Yours truly, 
’ Francis F. Bonn, M.D., 
Honorary Secretary. 





Gloucester. 


[We hope Dr. Bond and his colleagues will not long lack the 
support necessary to carry on the good work. The Gloucester 
movement, unlike the scores of movements now afoot to benefit 
agriculturists, is a practical one, and has long been needed. It 
would be a national benefit were the association able to tackle 
such sinks of iniquity as Southport, Nottingham, St. Martin’s-in- 
the-Fields, and a score of other places where butter with 10 or 
more per cent. of extra water and blended substances containing 
10 to 20 per cent. butter, and the rest foreign fats and water, 
are sold without hindrance as genuine, to the robbery of the 
purchaser, and the injury of the English and Irish dairy industry. 
—Ep.] 





To the Eviror of Foop, Druas, AND Drink. 

Dear Srr,—Your report of the Burton-on-Trent milk case, on the 
16th ult. that had reference to the Somerset House analysis and 
mine is grossly incorrect as far as I am concerned; my certificate 
stated 11 per cent. of added water, not 30, and the Somerset House 
not less than 5 per cent. The figures of the analyses were wonder- 
fully alike, considering the age of the Somerset House sample. 

Yours faithfully, 
E. W. T. Jonzs. 

[We are sorry the report sent us did not give the true figures, 
and gladly publish Mr. Jones’s letter, correcting the error.—Eb. | 
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KILLED BY TINNED SALMON, 


Anotuer Drata By PromAIne Poison. 


An inquiry into the circumstances attending the death of Joseph 
Mason (46), gun polisher, 6, St. George’s-street, was held on Monday 
at the City Coroner’s Court. According to the evidence of the widow, 
the deceased occasionally gave way to drink. On Monday, 
December 26, several friends took tea with the Robinsons. A seven- 
penny tin of salmon was purchased from a shop in Hospital-street, 
and the whole of the party ate heartily of the fish. After tea the 
husband and wife went out for a walk, and before returning home 
had three or four glasses of hot brandy-and-water. They reached 
home at half-past ten, and went to bed soon after midnight. 
following morning Robinson complained of illness. He was very 
sick all that day and the succeeding day. On the 28th a doctor, 
who was called in, found symptoms of irritant poisoning. Two 
days afterwards Robinson died. A post-mortem examination by Mr. 
Astley Prosser showed the stomach to be slightly ulcerated, but no 
trace of a mineral poison could be found. Death was probably due, 
Mr, Prosser said, to some animal poison. The kidneys were diseased. 
The Coroner: Would such a thing as potted salmon in a state 
of decomposition produce the condition you describe? Mr, 
Prosser: Most probably. Albert Slinn, a brother-in-law of the 
deceased, gave evidence in regard to the meal. The Coroner: 
There was bread and butter on the table. How much did you 
eat? About 12 or 14 lengths—(laughter.) Witness added that 
he ate the largest share of the salmon. The Coroner: Considering 
that you had a large share of the salmon, it was the wisest thing you 
could do to eat a quantity of other food. It probably saved your 
life. Witness: I felt very hungry, sir—(laughter.) The Coroner: 
Did anyone say anything about the salmon whilst you were eating 
it? Witness: We all said it was rather cold. Of course, it’s cold 
stuff to eat. The Coroner: Did you have anything to drink after 
this? Witness: Yes, sir. I had five or six glasses of ale. Further 
evidence showed that the salmon had been obtained from a New 
John-street grocer, who in turn had purchased it from a Liverpool 
firm. In summing up to the jury, the Coroner expressed the opinion 
that the salmon was not in a fit condition for food. People ate 
‘‘high” game, which was one of the most absolute poisons, with 
impunity simply because they mixed sound food with it. If, in the 
present case, Robinson had taken as freely of the bread and butter 
as the witness Slinn appeared to have done he would probably not 
have been hurt. But there was another important factor in his case. 
He was suffering from disease of the kidneys, and that seriously 
handicapped him. The jury returned a verdict to the effect that the 
man, who was suffering from an organic disease, died from eating 
tinned salmon, which was in an unwholesome condition. 





BAD COCKLES. 


At Hull, on the 30th ult., Charles Harmer, hawker, 1, Vine-terrace, 
Spencer-street, was summoned for having offered for sale a quantity 
of cockles on the 2nd of November, which were condemned as unfit 
for humanfood. Mr. W. A. Cook, meat inspector, prosecuted. Mr. 
Jackson, fish inspector, said that on the night of the above date he 
saw the defendant hawking cockles, which upon examination witness 
found to be bad. Defendant admitted the offence, and said he was 
ignorant of cockles. Mr. Shackles (the magistrate’s clerk) said he 
had rendered himself liable to a penalty of thousands of pounds, or 
£20 for each cockle. Fined 10s. and costs, or seven days. 








At the Guildhall, London, on the 3rd inst., William Beasley, a 
pig dealer, of Ely, Cambridgshire, was summoned for being the 
person to whom did belong six pieces of pork, which were deposited 
in the Meat Market for sale, the same being diseased and totally 
unfit for human food. Mr. Vickery, who prosecuted on behalf of 
the Commissioners of Sewers, said on the 30th November this meat 
was seized in the market and brought before Alderman Newton, who 
condemned it. Inquiries were made, and it was found that defen- 
dant purchased at an auction a sow for 31s. It was killed and 
dressed, and sent to the Central Meat Market. It only weighed 
118 lbs., when such a carcase, if healthy, would have weighed be- 
tween 1501b. and 160 1b. The meat, having been examined, was 
found to be wet and emaciated from disease, and totally unfit for 
human food. Dr. Saunders, medical officer of health, said the eat- 
ing of such meat would be most dangerous. Mr. Hugh E. Hoare, 
M.P. for West Cambridgshire, gave accused an excellent character. 
Alderman Samuel was of opinion that defendant knew the meat was 
bad, and imposed a fine of £10, or in default a month. 








QUESTIONS AND ANSWERS. 


No. 2 asks: ‘‘Can any reader tell me what became of the 
appeal, re the mixing of three packets of an article purchased by 
an inspector of Food and Drugs. It was raised, I believe, at 
Westminster, in a case of baking powder, when the inspector 
bought three packets and sealed them separately. The defence 
contended that the contents ought to have been mixed. 


[Perhaps the Westminster inspector, or some other reader can 
send particulars.—ED. | 
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Since we directed the attention of Food and Drugs Act Inspectors 
to the frauds prevalent in the lard trade, there has been, wa are 
; happy to see, increased activity shown in many towns. We are 
glad to chronicle the earnest work of Mr. Wheat, Food and Drugs 
Act Inspector, West Hartlepool, who on the 28th ult. again brought 
up the adjourned charges against Robert Halton Rowe, Reuben 
ills, and Robert Clennett, grocers, Musgrave-street, West Hartle- 
pool. Defendants were summoned a fortnight ago, under the Food 
and Drugs Act, for having sold adulterated lard, but owing to some 
technical error in the wording of the summonses the cases were ad- 
journed in order to give the Bench an opportunity of considering the 

: Tebjectione. The charge against Mr.Rowe was first heard. Mr. Higson 
Simpson (Town Clerk) prosecuted on behalf of the Corporation, 
and Mr. H. Bell defended. Alderman Pyman (Chairman of the 
Bench) at the outset said the Bench were advised that, having regard 
‘to the case of Barnes v. Rider, recently decided in the Queen’s Bench 
Division, they would not be justified in hearing and determining the 
‘information unless the defendant waived the technical objection to 
‘the summons raised by his solicitor. If he were not prepared to do 
so they would, without any evidence or going into the merit of the 
case, dismiss the present information and leave the prosecutor to 
take what steps he thought advisable. Mr. Simpson contended there 
would be nothing gained by the objection, and that amended sum- 
monses would be served if necessary. Mr. Bell said his client was 
quite willing to waive the point, but they were anxious to show to 
the Bench that the summonses had not been legally served. Thecase 
‘wasjthen proceeded with. Mr. T. Wheat, Inspector under the Foods 
and Drugs Act for the West Hartlepool Corporation, said he visited 
the shop of defendant on the 16th of November and was served with 
@ pound of lard, for which he paid 6d. He told the assistant at the 
counter that it was his intention to have the substance analysed, and 
he accordingly divided it into three parts. The certificate of the 

public analyst showed that the sample contained 
15 PER CENT. OF BEEF STEARINE 

and 10 per cent. of cottonseed oil. The opinion of the analyst was 
that it was not a sample of genuine lard. For the defence Mr. Bell 
- contended that it was purchased as genuine lard, and the highest 
price paid for it. The lard was sold to the customers just in the 
ome condition as when purchased. Mr. Rowe stated that the lard 
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was purchased from Messrs. T. Furness and Co., of West Hartlepool, 
and he paid 51s. for a cwt. firkin, He asked the traveller when 
giving the order if it was pure, and he replied in the affirmative. He 
had done business with Messrs. Furness and Co. for twenty-five 
years. Mr. Emmerson, Messrs. Furnegs’s traveller, and Mr. John 
Dodsworth, Mr. Rowe’s assistant, having proved that the lard was 
ordered from Messrs. Furness and Co. and sent to defendant’s shop, 
the bench retired for a few minutes, and on raturning they imposed 
a fine of £5 and 10s. costs. Mr. Reuben Mills was next charged with 
& similar offence on the {16th November. The analyst’s certificate 
showed the sample submitted to him to contain 15 pet cent. of 
beef stearine and 
15 PER CENT. OF COTTONSEED OIL. 


Defendant, who was not represented, said he purchased the lard from 
Messrs. Johnson and Sons, of Lynn-street, and sold it as he received 
it. Fined £5 and costs. The case of Robert Clennett was adjourned, 
Mr. Fullagher, who appeared for defendant, handing in two eertifi- 
cates from independent analysts showing that they disagreed to some 
extent with that of the public analyst. He suggested that a 
sample be submitted to the Crown analyst at Somerset House. To 
this the bench agreed, the case being adjourned for a fortnight. 
The public analyst’s certificate showed the sample to contain 20 
per cent. of beef stearine and 15 per cent. of cottonseed oil. 


We note that a sample has been sent to the incompetent Somerset © 


House analytical department. We would impress upon Inspector 


Wheat, and Mr. Higson Simpson (town clerk) that Somerset House * 


is not, as is too generally and erroneously believed, a final court of © 


appeal, and that magistrates may treat its analyses with contempt, 
as Many justices have done in recent cases. As we have over and 
over again shown in this journal the Somerset House chemists are 
incapable of making accurate analyses. Another point in the case 
is the handing in by Mr. Fullagher, of two analyses by independent 
analysts. How much longer will it be necessary for us to point ou 

that the magistrates have no right to accept any outside certificate 
whatever as evidence. The Act clearly states that the certificate of 
the public analyst for the district is evidence, not that of any public 
analyst. In admitting these outside certificates, the magistrates 
have no guarantee or actual knowledge that the analyses are made 
from the samples forming the subject of the prosecution ; they may 
be analyses of entirely different samples. Prosecutions have again 
and again failed by reason of such tricks, and it behoves all who are 
interested in enforcing the Adulteration Acts, to be on their guard, 
and to see that the law is not evaded by ruses of this kind. 








! THE BEST FOOD FOR COLD WEATHER IS 


EDWARDS §=DESICCATED SOUP. 


IN FOUR VARIETIES. 


BROWN—Beef and carefully selected garden Vegetables. 
WHITE VEGETABLE-—4A purely Vegetable Preparation. 


GRAVINA—EDWARDS’ Gravy Powder. 


DESICCATED SOUP—TOMATO—Containing all the valuable, agreeable, and health-giving properties 
of 


Sold by all respectable Grocers, &c. 





AUTHORISED BY 





7 20 Baw 


FI.C., F.C.S., F.S.A., etc.) 


HOLERA 


At the Company’s Works, 
New Charlton, Kent, or the 
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Used largely by the CITY OF LONDON for deodorising the : : 
COUNTY COUNCIL, Hornsey, Beckenham Grantham, Doncaster and other Local Boards, Hospitals, Railways, etc. 
No household should be without them, as they destroy not merely mask bad smells. 


‘The Medical Officer of Health and Public Analyst for the City of London (Dr. SEDGWICK SAUNDERS, 


, in an official report to the Commissioners of Sewers as far back as 1889, states as follows :—‘‘ During 
the past summer months I have found ‘Tuson’s Disinrectine Fuum’ 


the fresh tomato, perfect and unimpaired. 


Cookery Book, post free. 
FREDERICK KING & CO., 38-6, CAMOMILE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


Awarded a Silver Medal at the International Health Exhibition, 1884. 


TUSON’S DISINFECTANTS. 





Sorte ManuractuRERS— 





H.M. BOARD OF TRADE. 





sO. WBE. 


wood pavements, market purposes, etc. ; also by the LONDON 


extremely valuable for watering the public roadways, for which 


Pree a wis 3 per cent. solution ay a ONE wenn we pale’ ‘ 

rr. orne orne .B., F.R.S., Principal Medica cer 0 .M. Local Governmen 

= Board, in his spt ie rage 96th, 1892, on EPIDEMIC DISEASE advises 
the use of PERCHLORIDE OF MERCURY and SULPHUROUS ACID. 


B N.B.—Tuson’s Disinfectants contain these two substances in large quantities and various forms. 
Order of your Local Chemist, and if not obtainable apply for Pamphlet and full particulars 


City Offices: 186-7 Palmerston Buildings, Old Broad Street, B.C. 
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FRAME FOOD CoC., 
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“SUTHERLAND” 


January 7,§1898. 


BRAND 


ENGLISH PRESET Vel PROVISIONS. | 


English Rolled Ox Tongues, 
Spiced ‘Beef, 
Pressed Beef, 





Corned Beef, inetd oe 
Brawn, &., &. 





WRITE FOR PRICE LIST TO 


J. & A. CARPENTER, Sutherland Place, Walworth, Ss. E. 


“My Baby was Dying !” 


“Kindly post me to-morrow WITHOUT fail, for an invalid baby, another 4-lb. tin ‘FRAME FOOD’ DIET, 


! consider it simply INVALUABLE ; MY BABY WAS DYING of DEBILITY, nothing 
suited him, and in FIVE WEEKS it has made him thoroughly healthy and strong.’ 


for which money is enclosed. 


Above is not an ordinary testimonial, but an extract from letter received from Mrs. CRAWSHAW, Kiixsampron, Stratton, Norra Devon 


a PHOSPHATES NOURISH BRAIN and FRAME, FORM BONE, het and MUSCLE, and ENRICH the BLOOD | 











t SS SSSSS Is a Cooked Food, 
. £ strengthened with the 
Y “FRAME FOOD” EXTRACT of WHEAT PHOS- 
PHATES, and therefore the 
MOST NUTRITIOUS FOOD in the WORLD. 
For INFANTS ; Developing Bones, Muscles, Teeth, Brain. 
For INVALIDS ; Restorative and Invigorating. 
For ADULTS ; A Delicious Breakfast and Supper Dish ; 
Increases Vigour, Restores Strength. 
}-/b. Sample in handsome enamelled Tin sent free on receipt of 3d. to 
cover postage. 
Sold by Grocers, Chemists, &c., in Tins, 1 Ib. at 1s., 4 Ibs. at 3s. 9d., 
or sent carriage paid by 


LD., Lombard Road, BATTERSEA, LONDON, 





“FRAME FOOD” EXTRACT of WHEAT PHOS 
PHATES and PURE CANE SUGAR, and 3 therefore 
MOST NOURISHING; it is DELICIOUS eaten as jam on 
bread and butter, an excellent substitute for MALT EXTRACT 
being CHEAPER, NICER, and more NOURISHING. 


“ Frame Food ” Jelly costs 7d. per lb., Malt Extract costs 3s. 


| 
| 
| 
| 
Is made of the . ae 
| 
Sold by Chemists, Grocers, &c., in jars about 12 lbs., at 1s. | 
| 


Sample 1 1b. jar sent post free for 10d. by 
Ss.w. 











HAMAMELIS 


MEDICATED 1 Fit) Pili 


FOR THE w.c. é 


KINGSFORDS _ 


KINGSFORD & CO., 54, Piccadilly, LONDON, W. 





GOLD MEDAL, LONDON, 1885. 
GOLD MEDAL, BRUSSELS EXHIBITION, 1888. 
DIPLOMA OF HONOUR (Highest Award), FOOD EXHIBITION, 


MEREDITH 6 DREW 


HIGH-CLASS BISCUITS % CAKES, 


ESPECIALLY ADAPTED FOR LICENSED VICTUALLERS, 
HOTEL PROPRIETORS & REFRESHMENT CONTRACTORS. 


Their various manufactures are made from the finest material, and 


manipulated by machinery of the highest order. 
Vans TO ALL Parts Daty. 


Office and Works:-—SHADWELL, E. 


PRICE LISTS ON APPLICATION. 





Che Sanitary Record 


IS FULL OF 


Information Useful to Householders and all 
Interested in Maintaining Public, Personal and 
Social Health. 


Published on the 1st and 15th of each Month, at 
60, St. Martin’s Lane, W.C. 


Annual Subscription (including postage throughout the 
world), 10s.; Single Copies 6d., post free 7d. 


The ‘*Drary,”’ price 2s. 6d., presented to Annual — 
Subscribers. 


ae A SR 
Printed for the Proprietors and Published by FrxrxtJoszpn THompson, for the Feop, Druas, anp Drink NewsparEer Company, at their Office, 


183, Strand, London, W.C. 


All communications to be addressed to the Editor. 
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ENTERED AT STATIONERS’ HALL. 
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PRICE ONE PENNY 


Gapsurys 


“The name CADBURY on any packet of Cocoa is a guarantee of purity.” 





—Medical Annual. 


“The typical Cocoa of English Manufacture, absolutely pure.’—The Analyst. 
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NESTLE’S SWISS MILK. 


THE RICHEST IN CREAM. 


RAWLINGS’ MINERAL WATERS 


AS SUPPLIED TO 
et be IMA JERS TED §G)O- BEN. 


GINGER BEER AS BREWED THE LAST HUNDRED YEARS, 


IN STONE BOTTLES AND CASKS. 


“GOLD MEDALLISY FOR PURITY AND EXCELLENCE. 


Bun. RAWLINGS, LIMITED, 


NASSAU STREET, LONDON, WwW. 


Ps] nds LBi oi) FOOD. 


FOR INFANTS AND INVALIDS. 
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MILK GRUEL — ya | 
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MADE FROM © ae “ 


ROBINSON'S PATENT ( us 


DELICIOUS and NUTRITIOUS. 


KINGSFORD'’S : 


HAMAMELIS 


evi Derr eae PAPER 


FOR THE W.C. 


Is absolutely pure and free from chemicals.” ' 
Is very strong, yet beautifully soft. 
Disintegrates readily, and does not choke the waste pipe. 














Is impreghated with Hamamenis Virernica, and is 
therefore Antiseptic and slightly Astringent. 
Is cheaper and better than any other Medicated Paper. 








SAMPLE PACKETS TO PROFESSION, 1s. POST FREE. 





KINGSFORD & CO., 54, Piccadilly, LONDON, W. 


IRVEN BROTHERS, 


pans a eines, Detous Strest | LIVERPOOL. 


WARRANTED PURE 


“LI-VER” BRAND OF LARD 


CRUEL CHEAPNESS 


Surely these words apply to the low-priced Baking Powders sold, containing in some instances a quarter of their bulk ALUM. Persons 
eating food containing it are SERIOUSLY INJURED, and children taking it day by day suffer from indigestion in its worst form. 


CRUEL CHEAPNESS— 


because the persons using it have no idea of hurtful ¢ffects. 


FREEMAN'S BAKING & EGG POWDER 


Contains NO ALUM or any injurious ingredient, and has had a sale all over the kingdom for twenty-two years. 
Ten Analytical Chemists testify to its strength and purity. PROPRIETOR®S’ guarantee on each BOX. 


[<=~ Sold by every London Wholesale House at List Prices. Lists on application. 


FREEMAN & HILDYARD, LONDON, S.E. 


Liverpool Branch—60, Stanley Street. Birmingham Branch—47, Soho Hill. 














‘ 
4 
f 
f 


a ee 






‘January 14, 1898. 


MALT - COFFEE.” | 
(Patented.) ? 
Prepared from delicious Mocha Coffee and Nourishing Malt. I¢ 
does not excite the Nerves like pure Coffee, or effect the liver like 
eee prevents and cures indigestion, and is as nourishing as Ale 
or Stout. 


Grocers will find this a good paying Coffee, without risk of Prosecution. 
_» MALT-COFFEE COMPANY. 


(Proprietors, KRIKORIAN BROS.) 


MONUMENT BUILDINGS, LONDON, E.C. 
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. NOTICE. 


The greatest care is taken in accepting advertisements for this 
paper, only those being inserted which announce articles of un- 
questioned purity and reliability, and which have been proved to be so 
by analysis, either by our own consulting analysts, or some other 
member of the Society of Analysts. The appearance of any advertise- 
ment of foodstuffs in Foop, Drucs anp Drink is consequently an 
ABSOLUTE GUARANTEU of the quality of the article advertised. 


All communications for the Editors to be addressed to the Editors, 
183, Strand, London, W.C. 


Advertisements to be addressed to The Publisher, and if intended for 
the current issue should reach the Office, 183, Strand, London, W.C., by 
Thursday morning. 


| A MINISTRY OF PUBLIC HEALTH. 








Aw important question was raised by the influential deputa- 

tion which waited on the Home Szcrerary, on the 6th inst., on 

the subject of burial and sanitary reform, and one which goes 

far beyond the particular matters raised by the deputation, 

There is,no graver duty imposed on the State than that which is 
_ implied in the necessity for safeguarding the bodily health of the 
_ people ; and there is no department of the State administration 
é which is so grievously neglected. The civilisation of two thousand 
‘ years ago was in some respects better equipped than that of the 
_ present day with the means to secure the physical well-being of the 
people, and what is with us a pastime for philanthropists, was 
_ with the pre-Christian conquerors of Europo a first law of the 
State. From the Local Government Board, which is nominally 
responsible for the enforcement of Parliamentary Acts dealing 
with the public health, down to the rural unpaid magistracy, 
a there is a lamentable want of capacity to grasp, and at the same 
_ time to administer the principles of hygiene; and the only real 
progress towards securing the health of our teeming populations 
_ has been made by bodies of private philanthropists, who have had 
kK to initiate and carry reforms in the teeth of bureaucratic 
stolidity and incapacity. This is very lamentable, although a 







little consolation is to be found in the fact that we are gradually 
_ becoming less indifferent to the primary laws of health. But the 
: educational process is very gradual indeed. Our age is precocious 
Sin almost everything else save the knowledge of how to take care 
“of the human body and to makejthe most of life. 
"necessity, if Sir Henry Tyompson will allow us to say so, for 
taking care of our bodies in life than for getting rid of them after 
But how 
remarkable it is that the question of reform in the system of 
burial of the dead should attract to it such well-known publicists, 
scientists, and philanthropists as Sir Henry Tompson, Sir 


_ Henry Roscosg, Sir SpeNcER WELLS, the DUKE OF WESTMINSTER, 


There is more 


death, though the latter is an important question too. 
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Bisnor Brita, and Dr. G. ‘B.’ Poors, while the really vital 
question of securing the purity of the public food supply and 
the proper sanitation of the dwellings of the people should be 
left to the unencouraged efforts of comparatively obscure workers 
among the poor, and the better types of members of local boards 
and councils! Surely the<e intellectual citizens, who bestow such 
thought and care on the disposal of the dead, cannot be aware of 
the chief causes that contribute to mortality. Otherwise we 
should find them heading deputations to members of the Govern~ 
ment, seeking to enforce the Sale of ,Food and Drugs Act, the 
Margarine Act, and the Public Health Acts, and applying for the 
prosecution of those venal local authorities which, from a selfish 
desire not to interfere with “trade,” refuse to allow their fellow 
countrymen that protection from fraud and imposture which 
those Acts provide. But they do none of these things. They 
join eminently respectable societies with high-sounding 
names, which meet in palatial offices in the West-end of 
London, and discuss nebuious theories of hygiene and demo- 
graphy, and subscribe (occasionally) to the same societies; but 
the practical work of hygiene, the investigation of the unsavoury 
details of the poisoning and the hocussing of the people, they 
neglect. If it were not for the efforts of a few humanitarians in 
Parliament and in our public representative local bodies, sanita- 
tion and hygiene would be merely subjects for academic discus- 
sion amongst these titled theorists. 

While we agree with the Duxe or WESTMINSTER and Sir 
Henry THompson as to the necessity for the disposal of the dead 
in such a manner that they will be prevented from harming the 
living, and for the proper registration of the cause of death, we do 
respectfully suggest that the proposal for the establishment of a 
Ministry of Health is more to be desired on the ground of the 
preservation of the health and happiness of the living. And we 
would suggest to Mr. Asquirm that there is an easy way of 
establishing such a new department. There exists already at the 
Local Government Board the nucleus of a department of public 
health. In Dr. THornz and the able scientists who are associated 
with him, the public have officials of tried capacity, but red tape 
ties their hands. A Ministry of Public Health with plenary . 
powers is sorely needed. To such a ministry the working of a 
compulsory Adulteration Act, with capable public analysts or 
the Council of the Society of Public Analysts as referees, could 
with advantage be entrusted, and the serious scanda!s that now 
stultify the imperfect existing Acts be removed. A Ministry of 
Public Health would not only save thousands of valuable lives, 
but would save the nation millions of money. How much longer 
shall we have to wait for it ? 


ay, 


THE LEEDS MILK DEALERS’ ASSOCIATION. 


The annual meeting of the Leeds Milk Dealers’ Association took 
place on the 4th inst., at the Wheat Sheaf Hotel, Upperhead-row, 
Leeds. Mr. J. Plews presided. Mr. J. Izett, the secretary, read the 
annual report. It stated that the society had been isstrumental 
in protecting the trade from undue prosecutions. They had waited 
upon the Corporation with reference to an objectionable clause in 
its Parliamentary bill, and the Corporation had promised to give 
the matter attention. Last year the number of members was 50. 
This year it was 127. Mr. A. Firby, Leeds, the analyst of the 
society, submitted his report. It showed that 84 samples of milk 
had been submitted to him during the year for analysis. A large 
number of these were found to beadulterated, the adulteration varying 
from 5 to 32 per cent. of added water. The amount of fatty matter 
inthe samples varied from 1:50 to 4:30 per cent., and the total 
amount of solid matter from 7°50 to 14 per cent. The following are 
the names of the officers elected for the ensuing year :—Chairman, 
Mr. J. Bullock; vice-chairman, Mr. J. Izett; secretary, Mr. J. 
Wynns; treasurer, Mr. W. Gardner; analyst, Mr. A. Firby ; com- 
mittee, Messrs. J. Plews, J. W. Sowry, H. Tillotson, W. Whitley, 
EB. Jackson, Zortmon, Gilliam, Henry Nuttall, W. Whitehead, L. 
Morton, F. Holmes, Fawcett, T. Bramley, J. Bradbury, J. .Lye, A. 
Ross, Sheard, and W. Fotherby; auditors, Mr. E. Newton and Mr. 
Renton. With reference to a memorandum of agreement between 
dealer and farmer, it was decided to refer it to the committee for re- 
construction. 
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ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 


MILE. 

At the West London Police-court, on the 5th inst., before Mr. H. 
Ourtis-Bennett, George Field, of 204, Kensal-road, was summoned, 
at the instance of the Vestry of Kensington, for selling 14 {pints of 
milk on the 12th of December last, containing at least 16 per cent. of 
extraneous water. Mr. William Chambers Leete appeared on behalf 
of the vestry, and the magistrate, after hearing the evidence of 
Inspector Ellenden, inflicted a fine of £4 and 12s. 64d. costs, 


David Edwards, of 30, Norland-road, was also summoned by the 
Kensington Vestry for selling adulterated milk. Inspector Ellenden 
stated that he purchased 14 pints of milk from the defendant on the 
13th of December last, which was submitted to the public analyst, 
whose certificate showed that the milk contained 8 per cent. at least 
of extraneous water. The magistrate fined the defendant £2 and 
aa 6d. costs. Mr. William Chambers Leete appeared for the 
vestry. 


At the Leeds Police-court, before |Mr. Bruce, on the 4th inst., 
George Arthur Dowse, trading as E. Handley’s Callow-park Milk 
Company, Great Wilson-street, Leeds, was summoned under the 
Food and Drugs Act for selling adulterated milk. Mr. C. C. Jolliffe, 
Deputy Town Clerk, prosecuted, and Mr. H. A. Child defended. Mr. 
Walker, the inspector under the Act, proved the purchase of the 
milk, and put in a certificate of the borough analyst, showing that 
it contained 9 per cent. of added water. For the defence Mr. Child 
put in a written warranty received by the defendant with the milk 
from the person from whom he bought it—a farmer in Derbyshire. 
It certified that the milk was ‘‘ pure and new,” containing “all the 
cream.” Mr. Child submitted that this met the requirements of the 
Act, which provided that it should be a sufficient answer to the 
charade. Mr. Bruce dismissed the summons, but made no order as 

0 costs. 


__At Cardiff Police-court, on the 4th inst., Dr. Paine (in the chair), 
Alderman T. Rees, and Mr. Hooper on the bench. James Todd, 
milkseller, Agate-street, Roath, was charged with having, in the 
beginning of December last, sold to Inspector Hill, a quantity of 
milk which was adulterated with water. He pleaded not guilty. 
Inspector Hill said he bought the milk from defendant, and sent it 
to Mr. Thomas Hughes, the public analyst, to be analysed. The 
Clerk read the result of the analyses by Mr. Hughes, which showed 
that the sample contained 33 per cent. of added water, calculated 
from the limit of genuine milk. Defendant offered no defence. 
Inspector Vaughan, in reply to the chairman, explained that defen- 
dant was a cowkeeper and milk dealer in an extensive way of 
business, and supplied a great many people with milk, both whole- 
sale and retail. The chairman commented upon the serious 
character of the case, and the injury done by such acts, not only to 
retail purchasers, but to dealers who retailed, because they often got 
into trouble through receiving adulterated milk. To mark their 
sense of the gravity of the offence the magistrates would inflict a 
fine of £5 and costs, with the alternative of a month’s imprisonment. 
The chairman added that if defendant was brought there again upon 
& similar charge a much heavier penalty would be imposed. 


At the Divisional Sessions, at Watford, on the 4th inst.; Joseph 
Bird, of Callow Land, Watford, was charged with selling adul- 
terated milk, at Watford, on December 12th, 1892. Mr. W. T. 
Boydell appeared for the defendant, and pleaded not guilty. Mr. 
W. G. Rushworth, the local inspector of weights and measures, 
said that on the date in question he saw aservant of the defendant’s 
delivering milk in Ballard’s-buildings. Witness went to the man, 
and asked for a pint of new milk, for which he paid 2d. Witness 
then told him that it had been purchased in order that it might be 
analysed by the public analyst. Witness then divided the milk, in 
the presence of the seller, into three equal parts, in acvordance with 
the Act. Witness submitted one part to Mr. Ekins, the public 
analyst, and it was certified by him to be adulterated to the extent of 30 
percent. Mr.W.T. Boydell submitted that defendant had been ill, and 
had been attended by Dr. Christmas. Defendant had given strict orders 
that nothing but pure milk was to be sold, but for some five months 
he had not been able to take an active part in the business, and had 
to leave s man named Saunders in charge. Mr. Boydell next put his 
client in the box. Joseph Bird said he had gold milk in Watford 
for about seven years, and previous to that he had been a 
traveller for Mr. Johnstone, of Grove Farm. He had rever 
had complaints about his milk before, and produced two doc- 
tors’ bills and a doctor’s certificate to prove that he had been 
unwell for some five months back. He had only been out about 
twice with the carts himself during the last five months. James 
Saunders said he had managed My. Rird’s milk business for 
some months. He had always received strict orders to sell the milk 
pure. The churns were always washed out in the morning: in the 
summer with cold water, and in the winter with hot. He could not 
say whether he left any of this water in the churns on the date in 
question or not, but the only way in which he could account for the 
milk being adulterated was that he must have forgotten to empty the 
water from the churns before putting the milk. In answer to the 
Hon. Holland Hibbert, he said that such a thing had never occurred 
before, but that magistrate remarked that it was rather a curious 
thing that the very morning Mr. Rushworth purchased some milk 
it should have occurred. The Chairman said that the Bench con- 
sidered that there was a clear case againt defendant, and for the pro- 
tection of poor peop'e and children such offences must be punished. 
The amount was very large, being 30 per cent. Mr. W. G. Rush- 
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worth applied for the public analyst’s fee of one guinea, which he 


gaid should not be paid by the county. Defendant was fined £5, 
including the analyst’s fee and other costs. 


Before Mr. Bros. at the Clerkenwell Police-court, on the 4th inst., 
Frances Essen, of 18, New Charles-street, St. Luke’s, was summoned 
at the instance of the St. Luke’s Vestry, for selling half-a-pint of 


milk which was found, when analysed, to be adulterated with 15 per - 


cent. of added water. Defendant did not appear, but a friend, who 
represented her, said that she sold the milk as she received it from 
the wholesale vendor. She only sold two quarts a day. 
She should procure a warranty, as that is the only way she can pro- 
tect herself. A fine of 5s. and costs was imposed. 


Marie Spooner, of 309, City-road, was summoned for selling half- 
a-pint of milk which was adulterated with 15 per cent. of added 
water. Defendant said she sold it as she received it. 
Have you a warranty? Defendant: No. The wholesale man re- 
fuses to give me one. Mr. Bros: If you cannot get a warranty, you 
should not sell milk. I will impose a small penalty this time, but if 
you come here again, you will have to pay the full amount, £5. Pay 
5s. and 2s. costs this time. 


William Chew, of Capel-road, Bushey, was also charged with sel- 
ling. adulterated milk, at Watford, on December 12th. Mr. W. G. 
Rushworth again prosecuted, and Mr. W. T. Boydell appeared for the 
defence. Mr. W. G. Rushworth proved buying the milk in Water- 
lane, at 8 a.m on the day in question, from defendant. The mijk 
was certified by the public analyst to have been adulterated to the 
extent of 6 per cent. After a discussion of considerable warmth be- 
tween the Hon. A. Holland-Hibbert and Mr. Boydell, the Bench, in 
the interests of the public and defendant, decided to adjourn the 
case for a week for the attendance of the public analyst. 


At the Greenwich Police-court, on the 6th inst., Robert Lewry, of 
Ventnor’s Farm, Nuthurst, Horsham, Sussex, was summoned by Mr. 
Borsberry, inspector to the Greenwich District Board of Works, for 
selling milk adulterated with about 25 per cent. of added water. The 
evidence showed that the defendant sent a churn of milk to the New- 
cross station of the London, Brighton, and South Coast Railway, con- 
signed to Messrs. Weston and Sons, of Octavius-street, Deptford, who 
sells such milk to another milkman, named Young. Young became 
dissatisfied with the quality of the milk, saying he had found it from 
25 to 27 per cent. adulterated with wate. One day it was four 
gallons short, but the milk was pure, and on another occasion he 
found a mug in the churn of milk. He communicated with Mr. 


Borsberry, and went with him to New-cross station, where a sample ~ 


of milk was taken from the churn sent by the defendant. On being 
analysed it was found to be adulterated with nearly 25 per cent. of 
added water. Since then the defendant had forwarded pure milk. 
Mr. Kennedy: Directly the summons is served the milk gets pure. 
The defendant said he could not plead guilty to adulterating the milk 
It was sent away pure from his place, and he always attended to the 
sending himself. Mr. Kennedy fined him £10, and 4s. costs. 


Charles Hyatt, of 3, Charles-square, Hoxton, was summoned for 


Mr. Bros— — 


Mr. Bros.: 





—— 


selling half-a-pint of milk which was found, when analysed, to be — 


adulterated with 12 per cent, of added water. The milk was pur- 
chased from defendant’s barrow at Playhouse-yard, St. Luke’s, 
Defendant said he only sold three gallons of milk a day. He sold it 
as he receivedit. Mr. Bros: You are bound to sell your milk pnre, 


= 


and if you do not do so, you are liable to a penalty. If you are going ~ 
on with this business, I should advise you to get a warranty. I shall — 


fine you on this occasion 10s., and 12s. 6d. costs. 


Charles Wakley, of 19, Raven-street, Whitechapel, appeared on a 
summons charged with selling half-a-pint of milk which was adul- 
terated with 10 per cent. of added water. Defendant said as he 
received the milk, so he retailed it. Inspector Parsons, who proved 
the case, said it was the first time he had tested the defendant’s 
milk. My. Bros imposed a penalty of 10s., and 12s. 6d. costs. 


At the Birmingham Police-court, on the 6th inst., Henry Black- 
more, of 60, Adderley-road, was summoned for selling milk to which 
14 per cent. of water had been added. Police-constable Davis 
(inspector under the Food and Drugs Act) bought a sample of milk 
from defendant’s shop on the 13th ult., and on analysis it was found 
to contain 14 per cent. of water. Mrs. Blackmore, who attended on 
behalf of her husband, said that she sold the milk in exactly the 
same state as she received it from the milkman who supplied her. 
She received a written warranty of the genuine character of the 
milk from him on the 14th of March, 1892. She produced this in court, 
but the Bench informed her that a general warranty was not suffi- 
cient. She must have a separate warranty with each supply of milk. 
The Bench inflicted a fine of 5s. and costs, but Mr. Brame said that 
there were many cases where poor people trading in this particular 
branch did not really know what was required of them. He thought 
it was a desirable thing that the Health Department should pro- 
vide a special form, and let it become known throuch the press or 
otherwise, that such forms could be obtained by applying to the 
Health Department. If that was done there could be no excuse for 
persons neglecting to obtain proper warranties. Mr. Parker (chief 
inspector): I will bring that before the committee. Sir James 
Sawyer: It is a valuable suggestion, and I cordially support 
it. It appears to us that Mra. Blackmore had a bona fide idea 
that the warranty protected her, and it would be just to thess 
poor people if they knew that before. Mr, Parker: We have sug- 
gested that a book should be kept so that it could be initialled 
each day by the milkman. Sir James Sawyer: Well, if you will 
take notice. Mr. Parker: I will, your worship. Henry Tongue, 


124, Adderley-road, was also fined 5s. and costs for selling milk to 


—————— 
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which 22 per cent. of water had been added; and Joseph Stanley, 
264, Duddeston Mill-road, and William Spencer, 166, Adderley-road, 
were fined 5s. and costs for selling milk adylterated with 12 per 
cent. of water. They all explained that they:Sold the milk as sup- 
plied to them, but none produced a warranty relating to the special 
consignment of milk in question. The Bench said that the same 
remarks they had made before applied to these cases as well. 
Benjamin Lilley, of 100, Bishop-street, was summoned for selling 
milk deficient of 24 per cent. of fat. The inspector took a sample 


from a trolley on the 13th ult. A man named Whitehead was in 


charge of the trolley, which he said was the property of the defen- 
dant, for whom he sold the milk. Mr. Tyler, who defended, stated 
that the deficiency was probably caused by the fact that the milk had 
been insufficiently stirred, and that early customers had received more 
than their share of the cream. That, however, was not his defence, 
which was that the milk was sold by Whitehead, and was his pro- 
perty. He was in no wise a servant of defendant’s. The defendant 
gave evidence to this effect, and the Bench dismissed the case. 


At Yarmouth Police-court, on the 16th ult., R. Harris, dairyman, 
Gorleston, was summoned for selling milk from which part of the 
cream had been taken. The Town Clerk prosecuted, and Mr. G. H. 
Blake defended. The summons had been adjourned for the atten- 
dance of the county analyst, Mr. F. Sutton. Inspector Crane’s evi- 
dence relative to purchasing the milk from defendant was read 
over. Mr. F. Sutton, in reply to the Town Clerk, said that 
in his opinion cream had been abstracted from the milk 
to the extent of 16 per cent. Cross-examined, it might be 
possible for the milk to have come from the cow in this state, 
but it was not usual. If a cow was healthy and properly 
fed the deficiency ought not to occur. If milk was served from 
a can and not stirred up, it was probable that the first customer 
would get the cream and the last customer very poor milk. Mr. 
Blake, in defence, said his client had a very large milk round, and 
his customers had given him a testimonial in regard to his milk, 
with which they said they were perfectly satisfied. George Harris, 
defendant’s son, said that on November 24th he took some milk out 
in a cart for his father. The cans were filled before he received them. 
He sold about 2 gallons before Inspector Crane purchased a quart. 
In reply to the Mayor, witness said he emptied the big cans into 
smaller ones to measure the milk out to customers. He did not stir 
the milk up. James Whiley, milkman, spoke to milking the cows 


- into pails, and then emptying the pails into the cans,which young Har- 


oe 


ris took out'on the cart. No cream was taken from the milk, and 
nothing added to it. James Burton, a boy who helps to milk the 
cows, corroborated. The milk was not removed from the cowhouse 
till placed on the carts. Defendant said that on the morning in ques- 
tion he did not see the milk put into the cans. The cans where put 
on his cart, and he drove off. He had no separator on his premises. 
The magistrates retired to consult, and on their return the 
Deputy-Mayor said the Bench were unanimously of opinion that a 
conviction must be recorded. Defendant would be fined 403., and 
£2 9s. 6d. costs. 


At Hull Police-court, on the 6th inst., a milk dealer, named James 
Jones, was summoned for selling milk which was adulterated with 10 
per cent. of added water, on the 12th December. Mr. Duncan (Town 
Clerk’s office) conducted the prosecution. Inspector Baldock said 
that he bought a pint of milk from the defendant, who was selling it 
in Trinity-street, and he now produced a certificate which showed 
that the milk was adulterated to the extent mentioned in the charge. 
Defendant pleaded guilty, and said that he had only just bought the 
milk, Fined 20s. and costs. 


At Thames Police-court, on the 6th inst., William Wells, a milk- 
seller, of 91, Jubilee-street, Mile-end, was summoned for selling milk 
adulterated to the extent of 15 per cent. of added water. Mr. M. 
Jutsum prosecuted on behalf of the Vestry of Mile-end, and the case 
was proved by Henry Cox, sanitary inspector. Mr. Stern, for the 
defence, said his client sold the milk as he received it. Mr. Dickin- 
son fined defendant 20s. and 23s. costs. 


At Bootle Police-court, on the 6th inst., Charles Woods, milk 
dealer, 57, Waterworks-street, was fined 5s. and costs for selling 
adulterated milk. 


At West London Police-court, on the 11th inst., George Wheeler, 
ot Boscombe-road, Shepherd’s-bush, was summoned in respect of 
certain milk sold in Chiswick by his servant to Inspector Clark, who 
purchased it to be analyzed. Mr. Finnis, Clerk of the Chiswick 
Local Board, produced the certificate of the analyst, showing that 16 
per cent. of the fat had been extracted. He said that the defendant 
had been summoned before, and had got off under a warranty. The 
usual price of milk in the neighbourhood was 4d. per quart, but the 
defendant sold his milk at 3d. Wheeler was fined £5, with 12s. 6d. 
costs. 


BUTTER AND MARGARINE, 


At Clerkenwell Police-court, on the 4th inst., before Mr. Bros, 
Joseph Law, of 42a, Bath-street, was summoned for selling 4lb of 
butter, which was adulterated with 30 per cent. of margarine. 
Defendant said he purchased it as pure butter. Mr. Bros: If that is 
80, you can recover the amount of the fine from the wholesale man. 
You are fined 5s. and 12s. 6d. costs. 


Jane Clarke, 107, Bangor-street, was fined 5s. and costs for selling 
margarine for butter. Police-inspectors Leslie and Ferguson proyed 
the cases, 





of water was found in the butter. 





Important Casz To Grocers AT DUKINFIELD. 


At the Dukinfield Police-court, on the 29th ult., Joseph Bardsley, 
grocer, 31, King-street, was summoned by William Dunlop Laird, of 
Chester, chief inspector under the Food and Drugs Act for the 
Cheshire County Council, that he on the 24th of November, in the 
township of Dukinfield, did unlawfully sell, to the prejudice of the 
said William Dunlop Laird, the purchaser of a certain article of food 
to wit, butter, and which was adulterated with 7 per cent. of water 
and was not of the nature, substance, and quality of article demanded 
by him, the said purchaser, contrary to section 6 of the Food and 
Drugs Act, 1875, The magistrates on the Bench were Messrs. Thomas 
Beeley, C. Koch, andJ. M. Clementson. Mr. T. Brownson, solicitor, 
of Hyde, prosecuted, and Mr. Walker (Bowden and Walker), solicitor, 
Manchester, defended, and pleaded not guilty. - ; 

We take a precis of the case from an sAcurable report in the 
Stalybridge Reporter. 

Inspector Laird said that on the 24th ult. he called at the defen- 
dant’s shop in King-street, Dukinfield, and asked to be supplied with 
#lb. of butter. It was served to him. The butter was labelled 
‘‘Bardsley’s,”’ without any intimation that it was butter. He paid 
for the article, and then told the defendant he was an inspector under 
the Sale of Food and Drugs Act, and his intention was to submit the 
butter to the county analyst for the purpose of analysis, and also 
offered to divide the sample into three parts. Defendant agreed to 
this. He divided the sample of butter into three parts, each portion 
being properly sealed. He left one portion with the defendant, the 
second portion he retained himself, and now produced, and the third 
portion he submitted to Mr. Bell,jthe public analyst. The certificate 
of the analyst, dated 15th December, showed that the butter wus 
adulterated with 7 per cent. of water. 

Mr. Walker: Did you go into the shop for the purpose of buying 
this butter to have tested for the purpose of finding whether there 
was water in it or not? I went in to purchase a sample for analysis. 
Are you quite clear upon that point? Yes. Did you go and buy 
this butter for the purpose of having it analysed to see what amount 
of water there was init? I went and purchased it in the ordinary 
way. You know whatI mean, and you understand the question. 
Did you go into the shop with the idea of ascertaining whether there 
was water or some other ingredient in the butter? Yes; we had 
complaints. Where is the certificate of the analyst? The Bench 
have it. (Handed down.) Is Mr. Bell here? No; we had no notice 
he would be required. Are you putting the certificate in as 
evidence? Mr. Brownson: Yes. ‘The Clerk: You might have 
brought the analyst. Mr. Laird; It is not necessary if we have no 
notice to do so. 

Mr. Walker said he did not care about that. He submitted that 
here was absolutely no case for him to answer, because on the face 
of the certificate, and with his own knowledge of these matters, that 
certificate in the absence of the analyst, was conclusive that seven 
per cent. of water in butter was nothing. 

Mr. Brownson said the statement of the certificate was that the 
butter was adulterated with seven per cent. of water. 

Mr. Walker said he was perfectly in order. Mr. Bell in that certi- 
ficate did state adulterated with water, but he contended there was no 
such thing in law. The point was did the analyst find the butter adul- 
terated with any foreign matter. It was not for the analyst to say 
whether it was adulterated or not; it was for the Bench to say that. 
The certificate simply gave seven per cent. of water in the butter, 
and it must be proved that such was unnecessary and improper. 

Mr. Beeley said he should like to know how much water was re- 
cognised in butter, because it could not be exclusive of water. Mr. 
Laird said it should not have more than 10 or 12 per cent. 

Mr. Brownson said 15 per cent: was regarded as the maximum. 
Mr. Beeley: Do you mean to say there is 15 per cent. of water in this 
butter. Mr. Laird: Yes; more than 15 per cent. Mr. Beeley: 
That should have been stated. Mr. Laird: It is enough to prove 
that the butter has been adulterated. Mr. Beeley: What I want to 
get at is the point at which you consider the butter to be pure, and 
when the point of adulteration begins. Mr. Laird: I don’t think I 
am qualified to answer that. If the analyst had been here perhaps 
he would have given the figures of his analysis. In the absence of 
that, I say his certificate that the butter is adulterated with seven 
per cent. of water is enough. 

Mr. Walker said he had got Mr. Estcourt, the city analyst, of 
Manchester, and he could put him in the box. There was no posi- 
tive standard fixed by the authorities, not even by Somerset House, 
or the County Council, as to the amount of water to be found in 
butter. In some places it was 11 per cent., others 18 and 20 per cent. 
was allowable. It was not an arbitrary scale. Upon the face of the cer- 
tificate the only case the defendant had to meet was an addition of 
7 per cent. of water. What he had to urge was that the defendant 
had bought the butter in the usual way, and he sold it without inter- 
fering with it. Apart from that, the prosecution had not brought a 
single witness to prove that this water had been put into the butter 
wrongfully. Upon his arguments and facts, he suggested that the 
case should be dismissed. F 

Mr. Brownson contended that he had proved by the certificate 
that the butter was adulterated with 7 per cent. of water, and that 
being proved, the magistrates had no option but to fine the 
defendant. met ved 

The magistrate’s clerk (Mr. John Hibbert) said his opinion was 
that the word adulteration was an improper expression to put into 
the analyst’s certificate. There was no doubt the analyst was 
assuming adulteration. That was a fact for the magistrates to decide. 
Then the certificate was framed upon fancy evidence so far as it 
went. The evidenge of the analyst’s certificate was that 7 per cent. 
They did not know, any more 
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than he did, whether that 7 per cent, included all the water. He did 
not know what the allowance was. The inspector said 10 per cent. 
If it was 10 per cent. the analyst’s statement was not that amount. 
They could not add evidence to the certificate as to the addition of 
water. The only evidence the Bench had before them was that there 
was 7 per cent. of water in the butter. If there was 7 per cent. or 
17 per cent. of water added it ought to be on the certificate. He 
quite agreed with Mr. Walker. 

Mr. Brownson asked the Bench to adjourn the case, to be satisfied 
upon that point. Mr. Walker objected, unless the prosecution paid 
his costs. Mr. Brownson said they might have the other sample 
submitted to the chemical officers of the Crown. 

Mr. Beeley said the Bench were quite of opinion the case had been 
presented in a very unfinished state. Mr. Brownson: Is it your 
opinion that the certificate of the analyst is imperfect? The magis- 
trate’s Clerk: Yes. Mr. Brownson: It is the form in which it has 
always been drawn. Mr. Beeley. We want to know ,where he gets 
his basis from. He must start from some point. 

Mr. Walker said his client, Mr. Bardsley, had not the slightest 
desire to shirk a full investigation of the case, He was perfectly 
innocent of the matter. Mr. Beeley: Are you proceeding in the next 
case? Mr. Brownson: No, sir. The Clerk: In that case it is 5 per 
cent. Mr. Walker: I appear in that case also. 

Mr. Beeley said the Bench were of opinion that costs should not 
be allowed, and the case would be dismissed. They did not think 
the defendant had added any water, or that he had acted in an 
illegal way. 


At the Hampstead Police-court, on the 4th inst., Robert Vine, of 
the Berkshire Dairy, Fortune-green, West Hampstead, appeared in 
answer to a summons, taken out under the Margarine Act, at the 
instance of the Hampstead Vestry, charging him with having sold 
by retail eight ounces of margarine, which was not labelled “ mar- 
garine.” There was also a summons against him under the Food 
and Drugs Act relating to the same sale, charging him with having 
sold as “butter” an article adulterated with 70 per cent. of marga- 
rine. Mr. Jennings, from the office of Mr. BE. K Blyth, solicitor to 
the vestry, prosecuted. Mr. John Laurie deposed that on December 
2nd he was one of the sanitary inspectors of the Hampstead Vestry. 
He went with his assistant to the defendant’s shop, and asked for 
‘*half-a-pound of butter at a shilling a-pound.” A female assistant 
served his assistant with it. The witness told the young woman that 
he had purchased it for analysis, and asked her if she would have it 
divided. She did not know what he meant until he explained the 
matter to her. He divided the ‘‘ butter’? into three, gave her one 
portion, took another to the public analyst and retained the third 
- portion (produced). The analyst certified that it contained 70 per 
cent. of margarine. The defendant admitted the facts as narrated 
by the prosecution, but said he was away from home at the time. 
The business was in charge of his assistant, who was asked by a few 
customers to supply a mixture at a lower price, and she got some, 
but was quite ignorant of the fact that it was necessary to have the 
word “margarine” printed on the wrapper. The Bench fined the 
defendant £3, including costs, under the Margarine Act, and the 
other summons was withdrawn. 


At Wigan, on the 15th ult., Mary Horan, Tulketh-road, Preston, 
was summoned for selling margarine which was not properly 
labelled. Inspector Sumner stated that on the 9th December, he 
visited the Wigan Market, and saw a basket at defendant’s feet. He 
asked her what the basket contained, and she replied ‘ butter.” 
Witness then obtained two samples of the substance, and informed 
defendant it was for analysis, and Horan denied that the basket 
belonged to her. Certificates from Dr. Campbell Brown were put in, 
and showed that one of the samples contained 10 per cent. of water 
and upwards of 82 per cent. of fats other than butter, the other con- 
tained 10 per cent. of water and upward of 92 per cent. of fats other 
than butter. A fine of £5 and cests was imposed, 


John Davies, of the Rose and Thistle public house, Bentinck-street 
Birkenhead, was summoned at that place, on the 6th inst., as an 
executor of the late Annie Finan, for not labelling margarine which 
was exposed forsale. Defendant is an executor for the business of a 
grocer and provision dealer being carried on at 106, Oxton-road. Mr. 
Dawson, inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, proved the case, 
and stated that he called at the shop and asked for a pound of butter. 
He was supplied with a substance labelled, “ Finan’s finest quality,” 
for which he paid 1s. 2d. Upon analysis this was found to be mar- 
garine. Defendant pleaded that he was simply an executor, and 
had absolutely nothing to do with the business. The manager from 
the shop stated that the boy had omitted to place the proper label on 
Beer aa Defendant was ordered to pay a penalty of 40s. and 
costs. 


At Brentford, on the 31st ult., Mary Alice Mills, of Colne-road, 
Twickenham, was summoned for having sold butter which was not 
of the quality and substance demanded. The defendant did not 
appear. An assistant to Mr. Tyler purchased on December 3rd, at 
the defendant’s shop, 41b. of butter, for which he paid 6d., and which 
the analyst certified to be adulterated with at least 60 per cent, of 
foreign fat. A fine of 40s. was imposed, with 10s. 6d. costs. 


BEER. 


At Worship-street Police-court, London, on the 15th ult., before 
Mr. Rose, William Hubbard, of the Shaftesbury Arms, Shaftesbury- 
street, New North-road, was summoned for having on Oct. 20th last 
diluted certain beer on his premises, and was fined £20. 


Mrs. Annie Hutchings, of the Gibraltar, Gibraltar-walk, Bethnal- 
green, was ordered to pay £30 for a similar offence. 
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William Howe, of the Union Tavern, Union-street, Shoreditch, — 
who was also summoned for dilnting his beer, was proved to have 
been convicted of a similar offence in 1888, when he was fined £8, 
Mr. Morris, for the defence, said that the defendant had a business 
apart from the licensed premises, and had now retired from the 
latter. The fraud was perpetrated by others. For the prosecution, 
it was said that the adulteration was extensive—five gallons to the 
barrel—and to disguise it at least 2 lb. of sugar had been added, Mr. 
Rose intimated that the penalty was £100, but said he would impose | 
the mollified fine of £50. The defendant was allowed fourteen days — 
to pay. ¥ 

On the 3i1st ult., at the Brentford Petty Sessions, before Mr. 
Montagu Sharpe (in the chair) and other magistrates, John William — 
Russell, of Mount Pleasant, Southall, was summoned at the instance ~ 
of the Inland Revenue authorities, for having adulterated beer by 
the addition of water. The offence was admitted. Mr. Squires, 
who appeared for the Inland Revenue, stated that on November 24th 
an officer of Excise visited the defendant’s premises, and found a — 
cask containing beer which had been adulter ated with water in the 
proportion of four gallons to a barrel. Mr. S. Woodbridge, for the — 
defendant, said the offence was committed through a mistake, 
There were two casks together, one of which was for ‘‘ waste” and — 
for holding water in which glasses were washed, and the other con- — 
taining the beer in question; by inadvertence some water intended 
to be put into the former was poured into the other. It was stated 
that the prosecution had in bringing witnesses incurred expenses — 
amounting'to £5 3s. 6d. before it was known that the defendant — 
would plead guilty. The magistrates fined the defendant £1, and 
ordered him to pay £4 3s. 6d. costs. ( 

WHISKY. , 

At Clerkenwell Police-court on the 14th ult., William Whitlock, of — 
the ‘*Queen’s Head” public-house, Wharf-road, St. Luke’s, was 
summoned for selling half-a-pint of Scotch: whisky which was found, 
when analysed, to be adulterated with 4 per cent. of added water 
over and above that contained in whisky of the legal standard of 25 
under proof. Defendant said he did a very small spirit business, — 
and was not aware that the spirit was so much under the legal 
proof, A fine of 5s. and 12s. 6d. costs was imposed. 


At Launceston Petty Sessions last week, John Henry Prideaux, - 
landlord of the Bell Inn, was charged under the Food: and Drugs 
Act, 1875, with selling, on the 23rd November last, a pint and a half 
of whisky adulterated beyond the standard allowed, and was fined 
10s. and costs. 


At the Arundel County Bench, the remanded case’of Henry Creese, — 
of the King’s Arms, charged with selling adulterated whisky, again © 
came up. The case had been adjourned on account of analyst’s | 
report not being quite clear. Superintendent Kennett, who had 
communicated with the analyst in the meantime, now informed 
the Bench that the whisky had been adulterated with 3 per cent. 
of water. The Chairman said the offence was not so serious as 
was at first supposed. A fine of £2, and 12s. costs was imposed, the 
license not being endorsed. 


At Roose Petty Sessions at Haverfordwest, on the 31st ult., Lewis ~ 
Rees, of the Brook Inn, St. Ishmaels, was summoned for selling © 
adulterated whisky. Defendant did not appear. Police-Sergeant — 
Brinn deposed to having obtained samples of whisky from the defen- — 
dant’s house on the 2nd of last month and sending the same to the - 
public analyst, who reported that it was 32 degrees under proof. — 
Twenty-five degrees is what is allowed ky law. The Bench imposed — 
a fine of 10s. and costs. 


BRANDY. 


At Worship-street police-court, on the 5th inst., before Mr, Rose, — 
Theophilus. Henry Teague, of The Chequers, Worship-street, was 
summoned by William Parsons, a sanitary officer of St. Luke’s, to 
answer a charge of selling half a pint of brandy over-adulterated. 
The public analyst’s certificate showed that the liquor was thirty- 4 
three and a half under proof strength. The Act permits brandy to 
be lowered to twenty-five per cent. under proof, and the adulteration 
in this instance was therefore eight and a half per cent. The cross- 
examination was directed to showing that there were notices in the 
bar to the effect that all spirits were sold as diluted spirits, no al- 
coholic strength being guarantesd. Mr. Rose dismissed the 
summons. 


~ 


RUM. 


At the Clerkenwell Police-court, on the 14th ult., Alfred Inglis, 
landlord of the Macclesfield Arms public house, City-road, was sum- 
moned for selling half a pint of rum which was adulterated with 24 
per cent. of added water, being over and above the legal strength of 
25 under proof. Mr. Ricketts, who appeared for the defence, denied 
that defendant had adulterated the rum as stated by the prosecution. 
Dr. Frank Teed, of 15, Victoria-street, public analyst to the Islington 
vestry, said he analysed a sample of the rum in question, and found 
the strength to be 26:9 under proof. The loss in the strength of the 
spirit could be accounted for by evaporation. Defendant said he 
broke the spirit down to 23 degrees under proof. Mr. Bros said he 
would be satisfied if the defendant paid the costs of the prosecution, 
12s. 6d. 


Barbara Carter, of 121, ‘Whitecross-street, was summoned for sell- 
ing half-a-pint of ram which was found, when subjected to analysis 
to be adulterated with 4 per cent. of added water over and above that 
contained in rum of the legal standard of 25 under proof, on Noy. 
17th. Mr. Moore, who appeared for the defence, contended that if a 
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notice with the words, “ All spirits sold at this establishment are 


diluted, but not below half-proof strengtb,’ was placed in a con- 
spicuous part of the bar, the defendant was not liable to a penalty. 
As regarded the adulteration, he put forward the explanation that 
the bung of the barrel had been accidentally left out, and the heat of 
the gas-jets had caused evaporation. When the rum was first put 
into the barrel it was 25 under proof. A fine of 10s., and 12s. 6d. 
costs was imposed. 


TINCTURE OF RHUBARB. 

At Alfreton Police-court, James Thorpe, grocer, of Loco-lane, 
Pilsley, was charged at the instance of Colonel Shortt, the inspector 
of Weights and Measures, with having sold tincture of rhubarb, 
which was found too destitute of saffron, contrary to the Food and 
Drugs Act. Robert Tomlinson, assistant to the inspector, pur- 
chased at the defendant’s shop on October 28th tincture of rhubarb 
to the amount of 34 0z. Colonel Shortt produced the certificate of 
the analyst which showed the rhubarb to be destitute of saffron, 
contrary to the formula of the British Pharmacopeia. Dr. Barwise, 
the medical officer to the Derbyshire County Council, said that 
saffron was a necessary ingredient in tincture of rhubarb. Saffioa 
contained medical properties, though it was not so palatable or ac- 
ceptable to the eye. It was a stimulant, and to have it out of tinc- 
ture of rhubarb was taking away the best properties. The Chair- 
man wished the Press to take special notice of the case. Colonel 
Shortt did not press the charge, as he did not believe the defendant 
was personally at fault. It was necessary to bring the case before 
the public. The defendant would not take the saffron out of the 
medicine. The Chairman said the public must know that when they 
purchased an article it must be of the quality demanded. This 
medicine possessed a stimulant which had been extracted or not put 
in. There would be a fine of 1s. and 11s. 6d. costs. 


Ann Sims, grocer, Amber-row, Wessington, was charged with a 
similar offence on November 3rd. In this case there was no personal 
blame attached to the defendant, the tincture of rhubarb being in the 
same condition as when purchased. The defendant said it was a 
mistake entirely. Her daughter had ordered tincture of rhubarb 
instead of syrup of rhubarb. There was no demand for the former. 
She was ordered to pay 10s. 6d. including costs. 





SPECIALLY COMMENDED TO VINEGAR 
MAKERS AND DEALERS. 


A business circular, issued by Messrs. Randall Bros., Palmer- 
ston-buildings, Old Broad-sireet, E.C., headed ‘ Pure Acetic 
Acid,” has come into our hands, and will be found instructive 
reading by public analysts, inspectors’ under the Food Act, and 
others. It reads as follows :— 


PURE ACETIC ACID. 

Acetic Acid from acetate of soda, the product of the Vine and 
other vegitable substances, may be considered chemically, the most 
natural base for the production of ‘‘ Pure VineGar.” 

It has a sweetness of flavor and uniformity of strength, and taste, 
not to be obtained by the Alcohol & Lime process and is far superior 
on hygienic grounds to acetic acid from Malt, the base of the so- 
called ‘‘Malt Vinegar’ this contains starch (albuminous) & sac- 
carchine matter, the effect of which is to produce a turbid appear- 
ance very objectionable to the consumer and which really is a 
generation of fungoid and bacteria. Vinegar from our acid remains 
always transparent and bright, containing no spurious substances, 
It has a long standing reputation in France where the laws of hygeine 
in reference to edible substances are very severe. 


The ignorant compilers of this precious document evidently 
require a lesson. Acetic acid from acetate of soda is not the 
product of the vine, but is obtained by the destructive distilla- 
tion of any kind of wood. Itis not the most natural base for 
the production of “ pure vinegar ;” vinegar, as understood in this 
country being the product of the acetification of malt liquor, 
unless specially and expressly otherwise stated. From wood- 
acid the tarry odour and taste is exceedingly difficult to remove 
(although it is possible to do so), and as a consequence such acid 
is most objectionable. It not rarely contains strong traces of 
arsenic, due to the acid used for the decomposition of the acetate 
of soda. Malt vinegar does never contain starch, and starch is 
net “albuminous” as any shilling primer would have 
told Messrs. Randall Brothers, ‘“Saccharine” is a term 
we know, but we have never heard of “saccarchine,” and 
surely it is hard upon malt vinegar to charge it with contain- 
ing saccarchine, “the effect of which is to produce a turbid 
appearance very objectionable to the consumer.” As we don’t 
know the article, we cannot say whether this serious charge is 
true or not. But we do know that vinegar is largely adulterated 
with acetic acid, made, not from malt, but from wood. We 
know that it is an offence against the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Act to substitute the latter for the former, and we pity the poor 
dupes of the firm that has sent out the circular which we have 
quoted, and who, when they are found out under the Food and 
Drugs Act, will have to pay the piper, while Messrs, Randall 
will sit contentedly in Palmerston-buildings. This circular 
affords an illustration of the way in which retailers are made 
the dupes by illiterate and ignorant wholesale merchants. 








THE IRISH VICEROY AND IRISH INDUSTRIES. 


EXTRAORDINARY ACTION OF LORD HOUGHTON. 

Our readers will remember that we, in our issue of Dacem- 
ber 17th last, reported the result of the appeal by Mr. T. J. 
Lipton against his conviction under the Merchandise Marks Act, 
1877, on charges of applying false trade descriptions to hams 
sold at his Belfast shop. To our thinking, their lordships of 
the Queen’s Bench were wrong in annulling two out of the three 
convictions, and the matter might well have rested where 
it did without any additional folly being committed by the very 
queer dispensers of law in Ireland. Mr. T. J. Lipton’s offence 
was a plain one. He was convicted of selling American hams 
branded, “ Finest quality smoked ham, our owa cure, at Lipton’s 
market,” “Lipton’s prime cure,” and “ Tracey’s mild cure,” 
these descriptions being such as would lead the purchasers to 
believe that the inferior foreigu produce was Irish produze. The 
term “finest quality smoked ham” in itself is a lie when applied 
to Americin ham. American swine fed on Indian corn are less 
robust in health, and their flesh is less nutritious or wholesome 
than is the flesh of [rish or English swine ; and the American pro- 
duce vended by Mr. Lipton, and bought in enormous quantities 
by the public under the balief that it is English or Irish ham and 
bacon is not the finest quality ham or bacon; it is lardy, in- 
nutritious, inferior American meat. With these facts before us, 
and the knowledge that of all existing traders, there is not one 
who individually has done as much*damage, not only to grocers 
selling first-class articles, but to English and Irish agricultural 
industries, as Mr. T. J. Lipton has done, we refused to credit the 
statement that Her Majesty’s Viceroy in Ireland would delibe- 
rately go out of his way to shield Mr. Lipton from punishment, 
and to give him assistance in his gigantic endeavours to substitute 
inferior American ham and bacon for Irish or English, and so 
mark it, that the purchaser thinks it is home produce. We 
evidently erred on the side of crediting Lord Houghton with 
ordinary intelligence, as the following letter shows :— 


Dublin Castle, 
3rd January, 1893. 
Sir,— , 

With reference to your letter of the 24th ultimo, I am directed 
to inform you that the case of Mr. T. J. Lipton came before the 
Queen’s Bench Division of the High Court of Justice in Ireland, on 
a case stated by the Magistrates before whom the original summonses 
were heard, and that Court overruled the decision of the Magistrates 
in two out of the three charges, and, with respect to the third, His 
Excellency, the Lord Lieutenant, after a full consideration of all the 
circumstances, and having regard to the observations made from 
the Bench when the judgment was being delivered in the Queen’s 
Bench Division, decided to remit the third fine imposed by the 


magistrates. 
I am, Sir, 
Your obedient servant, 


The Editor, W.S. M. Kaye. 
‘Food, Drugs, and Drink,’’ 


183, Strand, London, W.C. 


We do not suppose that his callow lordship took the trouble 
to understand the nature of the case in which he so foolishly 
intervened. His lordship may know something about race-horses, 
and ba capable of jingling a passable love-sonnet, but fraud in 
foodstuffs and such purely sensible affairs as the development of 
home industries are not matters that his education has fitted 
him to grasp even the elements of, and it is a pity he did not 
possess enough sense to refrain from making a fool of himself, no 
matter what the pressure may have been, or how interested 
the advice. This astonishing act of Lord Houghton’s, dealing 
as it does, one of the deadliest of blows at an important branch 
of Irish industry, would not, we feel sure, have been done by 
the very young Viceroy, on his own initiation. Looked at in 
any light, this remission of the fine by the Lord Lieutenant of 
Ireland, is a public scandal, and all interested in the develop- 
ment of Irish industries, be they Parnellites, McCarthyites 
or Unionists, should protest against so gross an injury to 
Irish prosperity. English and Irish grocers have their body 
represented in Parliament. Mr. Frye, M.P., Mr. Thomas 
Lough, M.P., Mr. Bigwood, M.P., and others, more or less con- 
nected with the grocery trade, would be doing a public service, 
were they to demand a full explanation of how this scandalous 
remission of a fine came to be made, We have not heard that 
in any of the cases of numerous retailers who have been fined for 
selling adulterated articles, which they bought, in good faith, as 
genuine from wholesale dealers Lord Houghton has recognised 
the hardship of the fine, and remitted it. We have, therefore, 
to again say that his action in this case is one demanding 
enquiry, as it is harmful in the last degree to both English and 
Irish agricultural prosperity. 


: ee, 
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PUBLIC HEALTH NOTES. 


The prosecution of the London School Board by the Islington 
Vestry for permitting defective drain pipes to exist at their 
schools in Yerbury-road, ended, as we expected it would, in the 
conviction of the Board. Anything more discreditable than the 
action of the School Board in this matter it is hard to con- 
ceive. They had their attention called to the schools nearly a 
year ago, when the head teachers and staff complained of the 
vile smells in the class rooms, the sickness and death of many of 
the scholars, and the generally offensive condition of the sani- 
tary arrangements throughout the schools, The local Managers 
passed resolutions, and sent deputations to the Board asking for 
an efficient inspection of the drains; but it was left to Mr. 
Cowling, the sanitary inspector of the Islington Vestry, to dis- 
cover a serious vent in the main “ stink-trap ” (whereby poisonous 
sewer-gas was passed into the pipes connected with the lavato- 
ries, &c.), a leakage in a pipe which was carried up one of the 
chimneys, and a generally defective system of drainage. All 
that was dcne was to institute a perfunctory examination of the 
place after a long interval, and then the verdict of the careless 
pane officials was, that there was nothing the matter with the 

rains. 

What was happening all this time? 
managers :— 


“The schools have been a veritable ‘death-trap’ for a con- 
siderable time. In the infants’ department about forty deaths 
have occurred from diphtheria during the past year. Surely, that 
fact alone ought to have aroused the Board to take action, and 
either ascertain the cause or close the schools.” Even when the 
matter was made the subject of exposure in the local papers last 
autumn, the Board contented themselves with sending a couple 
of self-satisfied members of the School Management Committee, 
who, of course, could find nothing wrong with the drains. Then 
the Vestry stepped in. They sent their Medical Officer of 
Health, Dr. Alfred Harris, and their Chief Surveyor, Mr. J. 
Patten Barber, to the place, and they discovered a disgraceful 
state of things: a leaky 9-inch drain, so laid that it could not 
be flushed, drainage percolating through the subsoil, and creating 
offeusive exhalations. Their evidence was so serious and so 
entirely opposed to that of the Board officials, that Mr. Bros, 
the magistrate, adjourned the case to view the place himself. 
The result was that he adopted the view of that of Dr. Harris, 
on Saturday last, and condemned the schools as unfit for occupa- 
tion. He ordered the necessary repairs to be carried out, closed 
the schools, and allowed the Vestry £5 5s. costs. 

This is a well-deserved snub to the School Board, which is the 
most extravagant and the worst managed public body in the 
kingdom. It is absolutely impervious to expressions of public 
opinion, and is fast becoming as notorious for jobbery as the 
discredited Metropolitan Board of Works, 


Says one of the 





Dr, A. M. Bligh, a member of the Health Committee of the 
Liverpool Corporation, seems to have aroused the susceptibilities 
of some of his colleagues at their meeting on the 5th inst., by 
some plain talk about the extent to which licensed victuallers in 
the city adulterate their whisky with fusel oil, producing a com- 
pound which was most maddening in its effect on the consumer 
of it. The high death rate of Liverpool must be in some degree 
due to the foul maddening stuff that is sold by Liverpool publi- 
cans as beer and spirits. No wonder Dr. Bligh aroused the ire 
of the Health Committee when he broached it, for some of its 
members are interested parties. The wonder of the thing 
is, that the officials who should institute prosecutions are 
not sufficiently independent to do so without waiting for the 
opinion of the Committee. 





OUR LOOKING GLASS. 


SKIMMED MILK. 


The Dublin Evening Telegraph says:—Foop, Drugs ANp 
Drink is performing a public service by directing attention to 
the sale of skimmed or partly skimmed condensed milk as the 
genuine article. In London and other large cities condensed 
mi!k necessarily forms a considerable part of the food of infants, 
and where its natural proportion of cream is not abstracted it is 
a healthy and nutritious diet. When, however, it has been 
deprived of its fatty ingredients it naturally loses nearly all its 
strengthening qualities and cannot fail to exercise a most dele- 
terious effect on the health of a child fed on it. The energetic 
and praiseworthy crusade which Foop, Druas, AnD Drink has 
undertaken against this cruel fraud has already been instrumental 
in stirring officials in various parts of the country to take action 
against those who practise the imposition indicated. 


ANALYST’S REPORT. 





The Essex County Council, at their last meeting, received the 
quarterly report of Mr. T. A. Pooley, the county analyst, as 
follows :— 


Last quarter 159 samples were analysed, of which 21, or 13:2 per 
cent., were certified to be adulterated; these came from the following 


districts ; 
; Analysed. Adulterated. 
18 Police Divisions of the County 90 os i 
Metropolitan Police District .. 51 es 10 
Walthamstow Local Board oe 18 ee 4 


Toth” iy EG a1 


There has been a slight increase in the percentage of adulterated 
cases, and this is most marked in the metropolitan portions of the 
county. The following were the articles analysed by me last quarter, 
with the cases of adulteration in each class :— 


Analysed. Adulterated. 
6 


Milk ee ae ee ee ee 6 ee aM 
Butter ee ee ee ee 39 ee 5 
Spirits 4 af AS ey eal} a 4 
Lard ee ee oe ee ee 9 ee = 
Bread.. ee ee ee ee 7 ee == 
Coffee.. ee ee ee ee 6 ee => 
Tea ee ee ee ee ee 6 oe “r% 
Pepper ee oe oe oo 6 ee —, 
Vinegar ee oe ee ee 3 ee ae 
Pickles and Sauce ee ee ee 2 ee baa = 
Baking Powder ve ee sh 2 ae 1 

Total .. oo 159 21 


Some improvement is shown in the purity of milk, but offences 
against the Margarine Act are on the increase ; the dilution of spirits 
below the very low legal strengths allowed is also very frequent. The 
only form of adulteration which may be described as injurious to 
health is the employment of alum as aconstituent of baking powder, 
and proceedings in a case of this nature are now pending. Owing 
to the many technicalities surrounding this Act, the proportion of 
convictions to cases of adulteration continues very small. 

Councillor Fitch drew attention to the number of convictions; 
they got worse and worse. In 21 cases of adulteration there were 
only six convictions. It was not satisfactory. 





At the first meeting in the New Year of the Chiswick Local Board, 
Mr. Clarke, who acts as the Board’s inspector, under the sale of 
Food and Drugs Act, reported to the Works Committee that eleven 
samples of milk were taken on Christmas and the following 
mornings, and submitted to the county analyst. Two of the 
samples were certified as adulterated to the extent of eight per 
cent. and 20 per cent. respectively, by the addition of water. Fat 
had been abstracted from two others, to the extent of 10 and 16 
per cent., and another was reported as a sample of inferior milk. 
The analyst had intimated that in each case he had adopted a 
very low standard, and that in all probability the samples sub- 
mitted would reach a much higher standard of adulteration if they 
had been tested at Somerset House. In concluding his report, 
Mr. Clarke made a complaint of having been subjected to threaten- 
ing and abusive language in the discharge of his duties under the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Act. The Clerk, in reference to this last- 
mentioned matter, was directed to write to the person complained of. 


The report of Mr. J. Carter Bell, public analyst for Salford, shows 
that during the quarter ending the 31st December, he analysed 213 
samples, consisting of 125 milks, 59 butters, 23 vinegars, 4 cheeses, 
l ham, 1 bread. Of these 27 were adulterated, namely, 16 butters, 
2 vinegars, 1 cheese, and 8 milks. Hight of the butters were adul- 
terated with over 80 per cent. of foreign fat, and eight were adulterated 
with an excess of water, the total amount of water being in each case 
17, 18, 18, 29, 20, 23, 24; and one was as high as 30 per cent; this 
watered butter, says Mr. J. Carter Bell, is a gross form of adultera- 
tion for butter even if very carlessly made, should not contain more 
than 15 per cent. of water, and all butters containing more than this 
quantity must be regarded as adulterated ; the grocers in these cases 
are not the offen ders, andit is a pity that the manufacturers cannot 
be prosecuted in the same way as the farmers are who send in adul- 
terated milk to the large towns. The eight milks were adulterated 
with from 3 to 10 per cent. of water. There were 16 private samples 
analysed, namely 9 butters, 5 milks, 1 bread, and 1 cheese; of these 
one sample was adulterated, which was the cheese. 


i a te 


Catharine Williams, coffee house keeper, 80, Wardour-street, 
Scho, was also fined 20s. and costs, for selling milk adulterated 
with 12 per cent. of added water. This sensible, energetic action 
of Mr. Strutt, is one that we cordially commend, and we trust 
that inspectors in Rotherhithe, Whitechapel, Southwark, and 
the myriads of places where the poor live, will follow so worthy 
an example, as after all, it is the poor who are mostly the 
victims of this kind of fraud. 
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‘FRENCH COFFEE” PROSECUTION. 





CONVICTIONS AT CAISTOR. 





An important case was heard at the Caistor Petty Sessions on the 
5th inst. John Otter, grocer, of South Kelsey, was charged with 
selling adulterated} coffee, on the 11th November last, at South 
Kelsey. Mr. W. T. Page, jun., prosecuted. on behalf of Captain 
Bicknell, Chief-Constable of Lincolnshire, and Mr, Corrie Grant, 
barrister (instructed by Messrs. Harper and Battock, solicitors, of 
London), appeared on behalf of Messrs. Herbert and Co., 54, Lud- 
gate-hill, London, E.C., the manufacturers of the coffee. We 
have received an extended report of the case from the Lincoln 
Gazette :— 


Polise-constable Charles Stamp deposed that he attended on 
llth November last at defendant’s shop, at South Kelsey, 
asked for a half-pound tin of ‘‘ French coffee.’ He was supplied by 
the defendant, who gave him the tin produced, for which he charged 
9d. He paid the money, and then handed defendant a copy of a 
notice poaveed) that the coffee was required for analysis. He asked 
the defendant if he would have the sample divided and keep a 
portion, to which he consented. Witness then divided it into three 
equal parts, and sealed each, placing a label, ‘‘C 9,” upon them. 
He left one part with Mr. Otter, and handed the other two to 
Inspector Edgley the same day. Cross-examined by Mr. Grant, 
witness said he was not in uniform. When he was paying the money 
defendant said, ‘‘This is sold as a mixture of coffee and chicory,” 
and called his attention to the label on the tin. He knew that he 
was buying a mixture of chicory and coffee. He asked for ‘‘ French 
coffee,’’ because he had been instructed to do so by his inspector. 
When he served the summons the defendant said, ‘‘I called your 
attention to the label when I sold it to you,” and he (witness) 
admitted that it was so. 

Inspector Charles Edgley said he received two packets marked 
‘“©C 9” from the last witness, and took one of them to Dr. Muter, the 
county analyst, and received the certificate (produced) from him, 
wherein it was stated that there was 60 per cent. of chicory and only 
40 per cent. of coffes in the sample analysed. 

This being the case for the prosecution, Mr. Grant contended that 
there was no evidence of fraud, but his objection being overruled, he 
called for the defence. 

John Otter, the defendant, who said he remembered Stamp coming 
into his shop on the 11th November last, and asking for 4lb. of 
‘“‘ French coffee,” a tin of which he handed to him and said, ‘I sell 
this as a mixture of chicory and coffee, as stated onthe label.” He 
sold pure coffee also, but did not expose it. If the constable had 
asked for ‘‘ coffee,”’ he (witness) would have ground it there and then 
for him. The witness said he sold a great deal of ‘‘ French coffee,’’ 
and his customers usually asked for ‘‘ Herbert’s coffee,’’? but some- 
times ‘‘French coffee.” It was a perfectly well-known mixture in 
the trade. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Page, witness said he sold coffee 
at 1s. 8d. and 2s. per lb., and chicory was 6d. per lb. He had 
no knowledge of what was in the tin, nor had he when he gold it. 
He did not know what the public expected was in it. 


Examined by the Bench, the witness said it was invoiced to him at - 


1s. 4d. per lb. 

John Charles Goode deposed that he carried on business at 106, 
Fenchurch-street, and 54, Ludgate-hill, London. He was the head of 
the firm of Herbert and Co., who did an extensive trade in coffee 
generally, and he bad been selling ‘‘ French coffee,” for the last 
25 or 30 years. The words on the label, ‘‘ mixed with chicory,” 
originally were much smaller in size, but on the passing of 
‘“‘The Food and Drugs Act, 1875,” they had the :words printed 
‘in larger type. They had never been summoned before for selling their 
‘‘ French coffee,’ neither had they heard of one of their customers 
ever having been summoned. It was common knowledge that in 
France the coffee was always mixed with chicory, and the term 
‘“‘French coffee’? was well-known in the trade. Kvery wholesale 
house sold ‘‘ French coffee.’’ A large number of retailers dealt with 
his firm, and ordered that mixture from them. Some years ago they 
endeavoured to find out the taste of the public, and tried a large pro- 
portion of coffee to a small proportion of chicory, and in almost 
every case the coffee was returned as not liked by the public. This 
was done at their retail establishments in London. They after- 
wards made up this mixture, and had sold it ever since. In addition 
to the cost of the article, there was the cost of the tinning, labels, 
&c. Theirs was a very small profit. Cross-examined by Mr. Page, 
the witness said that the cost of the coffee was 1s. 8d. and the 
‘chicory about 6d. per lb., besides the cost of tinning. When they 
tried the experiments they first gave 90 per cent. of coffee and 10 per 
cent. of chicory; and about 300 tins of this was returned by the 
customers, as they did not like what was being supplied. They then 
varied it to their present make. He disputed the analysis pro- 
duced, but was not in a position to do so legally that day. His firm 
purported the mixture to be equal portions of coffee and chicory. 
They tried a 25 per cent. mixture of chicory on a small scale, and 
about 20 or 80 tins of this were returned. They then went to the 
half-and-half mixture. He called the label an accurate description 
of the contents. They had for sale four or five kinds of ‘ French 
coffee,” and this was the first quality. The fifth quality was 90 per 
cent, of chicory and 10 per cent. of coffee, and that was sold at 8d. 





per lb. The word “French” was not put on to deceive the people. 
Examined by the Bench, the witness said that if they asked for 
‘“‘Herbert’s coffee” he thought they would be supplied with 
Herberts’ ‘‘ French coffee.” His firm had different labels for their 
other varieties of coffee. 

Mr. Grant contended that ‘‘ French coffee’ had been asked for, 
supplied, and notice given at the time of sale, and in support of 
his contention quoted the cases of Sandys v. Small and Higgins v. 
Hall. 

Mr. Page having briefly replied, the Bench retired to consider their 
verdict, and on their return fined the defendant £5, and 4s. Gd, costs. 
Notice of appeal was then given. 


—— 


John Dann, grocer, of Great Limber, was charged with selling 
adulterated coffee, on the 11th November last, at Limber. 

Mr. Page appeared for the prosecution, and Mr. C. 8. Barton, 
solicitor, Grimsby, for the defence. 

Inspector Edgley said he visited the defendant’s shop on the 11th 
November last, and asked for a half-pound tin of ‘ French coffee,” 
which was supplied to him by Mrs. Dann, in the presence of the 
defendant, and for which he paid 8d. He then handed a copy of the 
usual notice to Mr. Dann, and asked if he (defendant) would 
have it divided into three parts. He said “1 don’t mind ; just 
as you like.’ He (witness) said, “Its just as you like.” He 
(defendant) said, “All right, we will then.” He (the inspector) 
then divided it into three equal parts, wrapped each up, labelled and 
sealed all three. Defendant said ‘Isn’t itall right?” He (witness) 
said ‘I don’t know,” when defendant said ‘‘ It’s just as we buy it.” 
He took one portion to Dr. Muter, and had received his certificate, 
which showed 80 per cent. of chicory and 20 per cent. of coffee. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Barton, witness said he asked for half-a- 
pound of “ French coffee,” but had no particular object in asking for 
‘‘ French coffee,’ nor did he expect he was going to get a pure coffee. 
He did not stipulate for any fixed proportion of coffee and chicory. 
He wanted what he asked for. 

Re-examined by Mr. Page, the witness said he expected a mixture, 
but not such a mixture as he got. 

Mr. Barton contended that the purchaser was not prejudiced, and 
that section 6, sub-section | of the Food and Drugs Act had not been 
violated, neither was sub-section 4; and that section 8 protected the 
defendant. He called the defendant, who said he had been a shop- 
keeper for 45 years. He remembered Inspector Edgley coming into 
his shop, and asking for a canister of “‘ French coffee,” but did not 
then say what weight. He sold him a half-pound canister. He had 
sold ‘‘French coffee’? for some time, and would sell about half-a- 
dozen canisters in three months. There had never been any com- 
plaints before. He bought it from Messrs. Morton and Sons, of 
Grimsby, and got a profit of 2d. per tin. ; 

Cross-examined, witness said he had not the faintest idea what was 
in the tin. He did notsell loose coffee. He expected he was buying 
‘‘ French coffee’? from Morton’s. He did not know the particular 
price of either coffee or chicory. 

George Gilbey said he was foreman to Messrs. Morton and Sons, 
of Grimsby, and had been there over two years. He was also a 
traveller and stocktaker. He made all the ‘‘ French coffee,” which 
was a mixture, himself. If the public asked for ‘‘ French coffee,” 
they expected to get a mixture. He mixed the bulk out of which 
the contents of the tin sold were taken. Their mixture was 75 per 
cent. of chicory and 25 per cent. of coffee, and they found their 
trade increased for this particular mixture. The coffee and chicory 
were of the best quality, and the chicory was quite as nutritous and 
wholesome as coffee. Coffee was about 1s. 8d. and chicory 6d, 
per lb. Each 4 1b. tin cost them about 53d., and they charged Dann 
6d. per tin, he paying the carriage. He thought the defendant would 
be getting about 13d. profit on each tin. The chicory was not added 
to hide the inferior quality of the coffee. Cross-examined, witness 
said that if he wanted coffee he should have asked for ‘‘ pure 
coffee.” ‘ French coffee’? was made by Morton’s before he (witness) 
went tothem. The French principle of roasting coffee was to do so 
before the fire, and Morton’s roasted theirs in that way. In answer 
to the Bench, witness said that when his firm mixed the bulk they 
mixed 100 lbs. at a time, 

Afver a brief address by Mr. Page, the Bench retired, and on 
their return fined the defendant £5, and 4s. 6d. costs. It was under- 
stood that no ice of appeal would be given in this case also. 

Isabella Kelly, provision dealer, 16, Molyneux-street, was ordered 
to pay 10s. and costs for selling coffee that had been adulterated. 

Alexander Gibson, 4, Chaucer-street, and James Parr, 36, Brook- 
hill-road, were ordered to pay similar penalties for like offences. 





NOTICE. 





Tux Editors beg to thank the many Public Analysts, Medical 
Officers of Health, Sanitary Inspectors, and Inspectors under 
the Food and Drugs’ Acts, who have sent reports, notes of cases, 
and written approving of the objects of Foop, Druas aNnp 
Drink, and will be glad if Public Analysts and Medical Officers 
of Health generally will oblige by sending regularly their reports, 
and such cases of importance as occur in their districts, 


10 FOOD, DRUGS, AND DRINK. 


January 14, 1898. _ 





CIRCULAR NOTES. 


MARGARINE IN RESTAURANTS. 


We are glad to see that the Liverpool Health Committee are 
taking action in the direction of prosecuting keepers of restaur- 
ants, who serve their customers with margarine in place of 
butter. The scandal has become so gross, that even in Liverpool, 
where adulteration flourishes with but little check upon it, 
people are complaining about the supineness of authorities. 
This species of petty fraud is not confined to Liverpool ; we have 
it also in London, where, in the small Italian restaurants especi- 
ally, there is a large quantity of margarine dispensed in penny 
pats of “ butter.” 


Way Enerisu Bartey-Growine HAS DwINDLeED, 


There has been a correspondence in the East Anglian Daily 
Times, on the subject of beer-brewing, and much of the discussion 
bears out our contention, so frequently urged, that the use of sub- 
stitutes for malt and hops has assisted in ruining the English agri- 
culturist, as well as American beef or flour. One apparently well- 
informed correspondent, “ Quelqu’un,” points out, the finest beer 
can be made of malt and hops only. ‘ At present,” he says, “ no 
less than 40 per cent. of flaked rice, maize, saccharum, and 
etceteras, are used in place of malt in very many breweries, and 
the sooner the farmer wakes up about it the better.” So say we, 
and we agree with “ Quelqu’un ” further, when he says :—‘‘ If at 
the time of tho shifting of the Malt-tax the barley-growers had 
made a great, united, determined effort to get a Bill for beer to 
be made of malt and hops only, their efforts would no doubt have 
been crowned with success, and all this miscellaneous beer would 
be a thing of the past.” 





Tue Socrery or Pusiic ANALYSTS. 


Mr. Otto Hehnor was well within the mark in his speech at 
the annual dinner of the Society of Public Analysts last week, 
when he assessed the cash value of the services to the public of 
the public analysts of the country, during the past seventeen 
years, at millions of pzunds. No one but a public analyst on 
the one hand, or a wholesale trader on the other, can form an 
idea of the tremendous fortunes made in past times by manu- 
facturers of, and dealers in spurious and adulterated food stuffs, 
and the consequences of their rapacity ani fraud to the health 
and lives of the people are appalling to contemplate. The 
Victorian era, beneficial as it has been to mankind, and civiliza- 
tion as a whole, has been too tolerant to rascally adulterators 
and vendors of doctored rubbish, and it cannot but be regretted 
that the more drastic laws against the unjust dealers of the 
middle ages were not perpetuated in these later days. We have 
yet much to contend with, as the resources of civilisation 
are being taxed to their utmost to shield the latter-day fraud 
which has become a fine art; and the sooner the State aids the 
Society of Public Analysts to combat the wiles of the scientific 
adulterator the better for our national prosperity. 





Poutrip Mzat ann FisH Potrsons. 


The too-frequent occurrence of cases of alkaloid poisoning by 
the eating of decomposed meat and fish ought to attract the 
earnest attention of large meat packers to the closer study of 
poisons of the ptomaine class. There is no doubt that some of 
the most distressing and unaccountable fatalities which have 
occurred after partaking of food which is not fresh, or which has 
been kept in imperfectly closed canisters are due to the 
generation of poisons of this kind. Yet we know very little 
about them. Cases of irritant poisoning, especially after the 
partaking of tinned meats, have been attributed to mineral 
poisons contained in the solder, and to other causes, while the 
real cause has escaped observation. It would be well if the 
packers would cause an enquiry to be made by an able analyst 
and publish a description, in popular form, of the commoner 
conditions under which these terrible alkaloidal poisons are 
secreted ; how their presence may be detected by a simple test ; 
and where they may be most readily looked for. Such data 
would be invaluable to medical officers of health and food 
inspectors, and to the public generally. 


AMERICAN OFFENDERS, 


As is pointed out by a writer in the South Wales Times, in 
alluding to the case of a boy who was poisoned at Newport 
(Mon.) by eating putrid fried fish, and the danger of similar 
results from unsound tinned meats :—“ England does an immense 
trade in them with America, and in turn a very extensive trade 
is done in them in every town, city, and village in the kingdom. 
But wholesale purchasers have no guarantee that these goods 
are in a fit state for consumption when they reach them. For 
ought they know they may have been stored for months in 





American warehouses before being shipped to England, and if 


the tins are not absolutely air-tight putrefaction follows as a 


matter of course. Again many wholesale dealers and grocers in 
this country lay in such a large stock of these tinned meats and 
fruits that a long.time is bound to elapse before such stock is 
disposed of. Should it happen then that these goods are in 
stock for any length of time both in England and America, the 
probabilities are very strong that they are unfit for food, although 
tradesmen may be unaware of the fact, 
of prosecutions in the tinned meat trade.” 


az i0 


Tue SzAmen’s MutvaL WHITEWASHING COMMITTEE. 


The enquiry made by the committee appointed by the Ship- 
ping Federation and the Chamber of Shipping of the United 
Kingdom, concluded on Friday the 6th inst. The committee 
will, of course, issue a report, but it is really not worth their 
while to take that trouble, for no one but a born idiot can be 
expected to believe the assertions that the committee will make. 
The evidence was too palpably arranged to demonstrate only one 
thing, that poor Jack occupied the best of all possible positions 
in regard to food of any person in this best of all possible 
worlds. One witness went so far as to splice on the evidence the 
assertion that “Jack got beef from high grade butchers in Bos- 
ton, New York, and Philadelphia, and that Jack might actually 
get pieces of the same animal that had been supplied to Mr. 
Vanderbilt and other millionaires in New York.” We think that 
some time far back in our boyhoods’ days we heard that “ pigs 
might fly,” but they don’t. So might Jack get this high grade 
food, but he does not. What Jack does get is too ofter the worst 
of the food—the refuse of the market; and if Jack had a 
chance of stating his own case his truth would look very difter- 
ent to the astonishing mass of barefaced unwarranted absurdities 
tendered as evidenca to the “ packed” committee. We would, 
therefore, counsel this Seamen’s Food Committee to forget to 
issue a report. Jack has enough to put up with in bad food 
and filthy accommodation at sea, and in crimps and swindling 
Union officials on shore, without the additional wrong of having 
such a report as that of the Seamen’s Food Committee issued 
about him. 





WEDNESDAY’S PRODUCE MARKETS. 


Gratn—At Mark-lane there was not much business done, but rates 
were firm. English Wheat was unaltered; flour firm; maize 3d, and’ 
oats 3d dearer. At the Baltic white wheats were easier, and red un- 
changed. Californian arrived made 30s. 6d., maize slow, and 21s. 
was only bid for Galatz-Foxanian. Oats, barley, and beans quiet. 
At Liverpool, 50,000 centals cf white wheat were sold at 63. 3}d. 
for February, 6s. 52d. for April and May. There were 300,000 centals 
of American red sold at 5s.11d, Maize closed 43. 44d. At Hdin- 
burgh the top price for wheat was 28s. 5d., barley, 30s., and oats, 
27s. At Glasgow the following prices prevailed : Scotch wheat, 93. to 
14s. 6d.; Hungarian flour, 30s. 6d. to 33s. 6d.; Scotch and Irish 
oats, 13s. 6d. to 183.; Scotch oatmeal, 29s. to 35s.; Irish oatmeal, 
26s. to 283. 

Sucar—In London a fair trade was done in British refined at late 
rates ; crystals were firm ; and dried goods quiet. The prices were: 
Tate’s No. 1 cubes, 21s. 3d.; No. 2, 20s. 9d.; crushed, 18s. 9d. 
Martineau’s No. 1 cubes, 20s. 6d.; No. 2, 19s.; titlers, 19s. 3d. ; 
crushed in barrels f.o.b., 203. 9d. ; pulverized, 19s.; chips, 18s. 6d. ; 
granulated, 18s. 3d.: white crystals, 19s. 3d., 18s. 9d., and 18s. 6d. ; 
yellow ditto, 17s. 6d. ; golden syrups, 10s., 8s. 3d., and 7s. 6d. Lyle’s 
granulated, 18s. 3d. ; yellow crystallized O, 17s. 74d. ; P, 17s. 44d. ; 
M, 16s. 3d.; crystals, No. 1, 18s. 9d.; No. 3, 18s. Fowler’s golden 


syrup, 14s. 6d... The continental trade was steady. Beetroot closed* 


firm at 14s. 13d spot. ‘At Liverpool there was an active business in 
cane sugar, 4,687 bags of Peruvian grainy fetching 16s. to 16s. 44d. 
Beet dull. Crystals firm. At Glasgow crushed was brisk, beetroot 
was quoted at 14s. 6d. cif. 88 per cent.; and after products, 
11s. 103d. to 12s,, f.0.b. 75 per cent. Foreign refined was held for 
dearer prices. 

Corree—In London there were small auctions at the following 
prices :—Jamaica, ordinary to fine ordinary greenish, 82s. 6d. to 
92s. 6d. ; greenish, 94s. to 95s. 6d. (London cleaned) ; coloury, small 
to medium, 100s. to 106s. ; triage, 76s. to 80s. Futures opened quiet, 
and after a moderate business at steady prices close firmer. About 
2,000 bags sold. Rio, January and March, at 76s. 3d. ; May, 75s. 9d. ; 
September, 74s. 3d. Contracts registered for 1,500 bags Rio at Liver- 
pool prices advanced from African. 

Burrer—In London the heavy receipts of Australian are hindering 
any advance in Continental sorts, and Danish has remained at 124s. 
to 125s. Australian 1s steady, fine to finest being 112s. to 1203. At 
Liverpool American butter is steady ; Keil and German in fair 
demand. Margarine unaltered. At Cork there was a general ad- 
vance of from 1s. to 3s. a cwt. Supplies are short owing to the 
scarcity of grass. 

Bacon—At London market prices were raised 3s. in both Irish and 
Continental. At Liverpool there was also an advance of Ls. to 2s. . 

Mrat—At Smithfield prices remained about the same, except for 
beef, which was in better demand. The supply-included 63 tons 
Scotch beef, 300 Liverpool sides, a good supply from Deptford, 1,020 
refrigerated hind-quarters, 430 fore-quarters, and 2 tons Irish, 400 
Dutch, and 120 Ostend pigs. 


This explains the rarity 
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PROSECUTION OF BUTCHERS AT BRIGHTON. 


At the Brighton Police-court, on the 30th ult., Henry Teeling, of 
Sloane-street, and William Coghlan, Baker-street, were summoned at 
the instance of the Town Council for having in their possession for 
gale on December 7th, eight pieces of meat unsound and unfit for 
human food. The case was adjourned from the 21st inst. Mr. H. 
Talbot, the Oorporation golicitor, prosecuted, and Mr. Prince, 
solicitor, appeared for the defendants, 

Inspector Cuckney, assistant sanitary inspector in the employ of 


_ the Corporation, said that on the 7th ult. he visited the slaughter- 


. Used largely by the CITY OF LON 


house, No. 38, in Vine-street, which belonged to Mr. Moore, whole- 
sale butcher. Defendant and another man were present. Witness 
found in a sack part of the internal organs of a bullock and also 





the tongue and tail. There were eight pieces altogether, and they 
were such pieces as would be used for food. He examined the meat, 
and considered it unsound, as the fat was flabby and partially green, 
and the muscular portion badly discoloured. There was a very offen- 
sive smell coming from the meat. The meat was next morning 
ordered to be destroyed by the Magistrates. The evidence showed 
that the men received the offal for slaughtering a bullock. 

The Stipendiary said there must be a conviction in this case, but 
he did not think it was a case for a heavy penalty, because from 
some points of views these two men were rather to be pitied. They 
received some rotten entrails for good work, but they either had the 
knowledge or the means of knowing that the meat was unfit for 
human food. The sentence would be in both cases a fine of 10s. 
and costs, or in default fourteen days’ imprisonment. 

























VOCALISTS and 


BLOCUTIONISES 


Will find the Va- 
poriser of very 
great benefit in 
Joss of Voice or 
Throat Complica- 
tions. 





Made of Copper 
andBrass,Nickel- 
_ plated. It has 
no Glass Tubes, 
and no Valves to 
‘get out of order. 


Price 


22/6 


With Perfumer 
and Deodoriser 
Attachment. 





are in use in the United States Army Post Hospitals, 
Cough, Croup, Diphtheria, Sore Throat, Bronchitis, 


PERFECTION ATTAINED. 


Dr. 6. J. Coulter's COMBINED VAPORIZER & INHALER, 


The Champion . Volatilizer. 
A New Instrument for Vaporising Oils and Drugs for Inhalation, and for 
DISINFECTING AND DEODORISING 


Hospitals, Public Buildings, Railway Carriages, &c., also for Perfuming Parlours, Churches, Opera Houses, éc. 


Excels all other Inhalers, as it reduces Drugs and Oils to vapour, in which condition only can they reach the 
cavities and air passages to be medicated, thus acting directly in the treatment of Diseases of the 


Nose, Throat, and Lungs such as Consumption, Bronchitis, Asthma, Whooping Cough, Croup, Diph- 
theria, Catarrh, Hay Fever, and Influenza, 


ADV ANTAGES.—1. A non-irritating, thoroughly medicated vapour is obtained; the reservoir contain- 
ing the medicated sponge being placed at a distance of 4 
lization of the healing prescription to be inhaled is effected, thus insuring its reaching directly the part affected. 
Other so-called vaporizers are only atomizers, breaking the medicine into fluid particles, which are not diffusible, 
and are too heavy to be inspired.—2. By vaporizing antiseptics, it quickly sterilizes the whole of the atmosphere 
of a room or building in cases of iufectious diseases, thereby abolishing the danger of infection in cases of Diph- 
theria, Scarlet Fever, Cholera, Measles, &c., &c.—8. It is simple, durable, convenient of manipulation, and 
absolutely proof against explosion or fire, as a safety lamp accompanies each instrument. 
It is the only volatilizer that is unanimously endorsed and recommended by medical men, sanitarians, and 
chemists, amongst whom are the following:—W. B. GEIKIE, M.D.. C.R., D.C.L., Fellow Royal College of 
Surgeons, Edinburgh, L.R.C.P., London, Dean of Trinity Medical College, Toronto; H. C. W 
LL.D., Professor of Materia Medica and Therapeutics, and Clinical Professor of Diseases of the Nervous 
System in the University of Pennsylvania; G. STERLING RYERSON, M.D., C.M..L.R.O.8, Edinburgh, 
Professor of Optha)mology and Otology, Trinity Medical College, Toronto; N. A. POWELL, M.D., Lecturer on 
Surgical Appliances and Lemonstrator of Anatomy, Trinity Medical College, also Lecturer on Practice of 
Surgery, Woman’s Medical College, Toronto; WM. PORTER, M.D., Professor of Diseases of the Chest, 
Laryngology, and Clinical Medicine, St. Louis College of Physicians and Surgeons, Consulting Physician to 


A New Canadian Invention. 


sICcCK ROOMS, 


or 10 inches from the boiling water, and complete yolati- 


OOD, M.D., 


the Throat and Chest Department of the City Hospital, &.; C. O’REILEY, 
M.D., Medical Superintendent Toronto General Hospital; G. R. McDONAGH, 
M'D., L.R.C.P. London, Instructor of Laryngology and Rhinology, University of 
Toronto; CHARLES DENISON, M.D., Prof. of Diseases of the Chest and Clima- 
tology, University of Denver, Colorado ; FREDERICK W. STRANGE, M.R.C.8. 
England, Toronto; SIR JAMES GRANT, M.D., Ottawa; F. LYDSTON NEW- 
MAN, M.D., Lecturer Materia Medica, Detroit College of Medicine; CYPRUS 
EDSON, M.D., President of the Board of Pharmacy, City and County oi New 
York; NORMAN ALLEN, M.D., C.M., M.R.C.8. England, Medical Health 
Officer, Toronto; C. P. AVISN, M.D., Demonstrator of Materia Medica and 
Pharmacy, Medical Faculty of Toronto University, Professor of Materia Medica 
and Botany, Ontario College of Pharmacy; J. T. FOTHERINGHAM, M.B., 


M.D., C.M., Professor of Microscopy and Materia Medica, Ontario College of Pharmacy, Toronto; 
CHAS. B,. HEEBNER, Pu. G., Professor of Pharmacy and Director of the Pharmacal Laboratory, 
Ontario College of Pharmacy, Toronto. Formerly Instructor of Pharmacy at the College of Pharmacy 
of the City of New York; MOREAU R. BROWN, M.D., Lecturer on Laryngolegy and Rhinology, 
Chicago Polyclinic; 

Physicians and Surgeons, Chicago. 

" By order of the Surgeon-General of the United States Army, Dr. Coulter’s Cumbined Vaporizers 
With each Instrument of Dr. Coulter's Approved Vaporized Remedies in Phthisis, Influenza, Catarrh, Whooping 
Asthma, Quinsey, Hay Fever, Pneumonia, Typhoid Fever, &., &c. 


EISEN BOOKIUS, M.S., M.D., LL.B., late Prof. of Medical Law, College of 


., Descriptive Pamphlet with Testimonials on application. May be obtained from any of the leading Druggists and Surgical Instrument 
Makers, from Marshall & Co., 217, Buchanan St., Glasgow, or Direct from 


“THE COULTER VAPORIZER COMPANY, Limited, 24, Charing Cross, Whitehall, LONDON. 








Awarded a Silver Medal at the International Health Exhibition, 1884. 
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DON for deodorising the wood pavements, market purposes, etc. ; also by the LONDON 
nsey, Beckenham Grantham, Doncaster and other Local Boards, Hospitals, Railways, etc. 


No household should be without them, as they destroy not merely mask bad smells. 


The Medical Officer of Health and Public Anal 
F.S.A., etc.), in an official report to th 
the past summer months I have found ‘Tuson’s Disinrect 
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Dr. Thorne Thorne 


yst for the City of London (Dr. SEDGWICK SAUNDERS, 


e Commissioners ot Sewers as far back as 1889, states as follows :—‘‘ Durin 
ING Fup’ extremely valuable for watering the public roadways, for which 
purpose a 2 or 3 per cent. solution may be used.” 
ne . , C.B., F.R.S., Principal Medical Officer of H.M. Local Government 
Board, in his Memorandum of August 26th, 1892, on ERPIDEMIC DISEASE advises 
ert ete PERCHLORIDE OF MERCURY snd SULPHUROUS ACID. 


ectants contain these two substances in large quantities and various forms, 
: Order of your Local Chemist, and if not obtainable apply for Pamphlet and full particulars 


At the Company’s Works, 
New Charlton, Kent, or the 


City Offices: 136-7 Palmerston Buildings, Old Broad Street, E.C. 
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BEST. CHEAPEST. 
BEST. AK CHEAPEST. 
BEST. " CHEAPEST. 


PRESS OPINIONS. 
SO A LL The ‘Times,” April 14, 1891.— 
= e “¢So0-All’ is a marvellous ‘machine, 
well and soundly constructed.” 
SO-A LL The “Lady,” August 27, 1891.— 
¢ «The ‘So-All’ is undoubtedly the 
. cheapest and best sewing machine in 
SO ALL the market. . . The machine is of 
4 e the utmost interest to ladies and 
philanthropists.” : 
SO ALL ‘‘Weldon’s Illustrated Dressmaker,” 
% e August 8, 1891.—*A well-made and _ 
thoroughly satisfactory machine, per- 
fectly adapted for dressmaking and 
SO-A L L. household use. It is really a wonder- 
ful machine for the price, and I weuld 


commend it to my young lady readers 
S O - A L L. especially.” 
“Dublin Freeman’s Journal’ 7 


August 8, 1891.—‘ Well adapted for 
S O - A L i domestic ‘and ithe lighter manufactur- 






























































ing purposes. 
| [ ‘¢ Financial News.’’—‘* The ‘ So -All % 
== SO- A e is likely to make rapid mais; in 

. = public estimation.” 


At PERFECT FAMILY SEWING MACHINE. 
3, OXFORD STREET, S.W. ; 


GOLD MEDAL, LONDON, 1885. tt R 7 
GOLD MEDAL, BRUSSELS EXHIBITION, 1888. Gh } 4 S att ary ero T 
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an Information Useful to Householders and all 


M E R n D ITH & D R EW Interested in Maintaining Public, Personal and 


(AMALGAMATED) Social Health. 
HIGH-CLASS BISCUITS &% CAKES, 


ESPECIALLY ADAPTED FOR LICENSED VICTUALLERS, | Published on the 1st and 15th of each Month, at 
HOTEL PROPRIETORS & REFRESHMENT CONTRACTORS. 60 St. Martin’s Lane, W.C 
Their various manufactures are made from the finest material, and 
manipulated by machinery of the highest order. 
Vans To ALL Parts Darny. Annual Subscription (nolping pees oe taal the 
es 6 st free 
Office and Works:—SHADWELL, E. world), 10s.; Single Copi po 


The ‘‘ Diary,” price 2s.. 6d., presented to Anhwal 
PRICE LISTS ON APPLICATION. Subsditbers 
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Printed for the Proprietors and Published by Fzx1x Josern Tuomrson, for the Foop, Drucs, anp Drink NewsparEr Company, at their Office, 
183, Strand, London, W.C. All communications to be addressed to the Editor. 








| : Ve 
: {% rab CaN OUR 


Powe ANP AM San ITARY 


ENTERED AT STATIONERS’ HALL. 


Vou. T.No; 24, LONDON: SATURDAY, JANUARY 21, 1893. ses alge ee 
PRICE ONE PENNY 


“SUTHERLAND” BRAND 
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“SANITAS’ DISINFECTANTS 


Unlike most disinfectants—such as the Coal Tar products—do not rob the air of its vital Oxygen (so essential to animal life), nor 


merely hide the foul smells of decomposition by their own odour : they actually generate Oxygen in an active form, and destroy 
offensive matters and disease germs. Moreover, the “SANITAS ” Disinfectants are non-poisonous, do not stain, are pleasant in 
use, and natural in character. ; 

We do not recommend any one of our manufactures for all purposes, but there are distinct “ SANITAS” preparations and 
appliances for various applications. 

Apart from the important eonsideration that the “SANITAS” Disinfectants have emanated from a well-known chemist 
(Mr. C. T. Kinazert, F.I.C., F.C.S.), they have received testimony from Sir Henry Roscoz, M.P., F.R.S. ; Sir CoarLes CAMERON, 
M.D., F.R.C.S.L, F.LC., &c. ; Professor T. E. Toorrs, F.R.S., F.I.C., F.C.S. ; B. W. Ricuarpson, M.D., F.R.S.; A. B. Grirritus, 
Ph.D., F.R.S.E., F.0.8. ; R. 8. Hartanp, F.LC., F.C.8. ; J. Baynes, F.I.C., F.C.S.; T. Patmur, B.S8c., F.C.S. ; and innumerable 
other Chemical and Medical Authorities ; and have received the approval in use of most of the Medical Officers of Health in the 


~—— «MERCURIC BACTERICIDE” 


Is another scientific preparation of the SANITAS COMPANY, manufactured under a patent of Mr. C, T. Kinezerr, and 
undoubtedly presentsthe very best form in which Corrosive Sublimate can be used as an antiseptic and disinfecting agent, for it is 


associated in a perfectly stable form with Peroxide of Hydrogen, so that it. acts not merely as a germicide and antiseptic, but also as. 


an oxidising agent, thus destroying toxic products. The SANITAS COMPANY, however, recommend in’ preference thereto, the 
use of their “SANITAS” Fluid and Oil, for they serve just as well in practice, and are free from any danger in use. 


“PRESERVED PEROXIDE OF HYDROGEN,” 


Prepared under another patent of Mr, Ktnazerr’s by the SANITAS COMPANY, is an extremely stable and useful article, available’ 


for use on an extended scale as an antiseptic, disinfectant and bleaching agent, and having peculiar advantages for particular 
applications. 





Pamphlets, fully descriptive of all these manufactures, may be obtained free on application to 


The SANITAS COMPANY, Lim., Bethnal Green, London, E. 


C..T. KINGZETT, F.LC..jE-C:s;; 


Author of “Animal Chemistry ’ (Longmans and Co.) ; “The Alkali Trade” (Longmans and Co.) ; 
and “Nature’s Hygiene” (Balliere and Co.) ; d&c., 


Managing Director and Chemist. 


BANCROFTS LARD. 


BOAR'S HEAD BRAND. 
A BS @ Ta Weasel ae 


We guarantee our Lard to be perfectly free from water or any other adulteration. We only make 
ONE quality, viz. :— 


ABSOLUTEHLY PURE LARD. 


BANCROFT & CO., Ltd., Lard Refiners, LIVERPOOL. 
CRUEL CHEAPNESS!! 


_ Surely these words apply to the low-priced Baking Powders sold, containing in some instances a quarter of their bulk ALUM. Persons 
eating food containing it are SERIOUSLY INJURED, and children taking it day by day suffer from indigestion in its worst form. 
ORWELL Oren N oo oe 
Contains NO ALUM or any injurious ingredient, and has had a sale all over the kingdom for twenty-two years. 
Ten Analytical Chemists testify to its strength and purity. PROPRIETORS’ guarantee on each BOX. 


because the persons using it have no idea of hurtful effects. 
i=” Sold by every London Wholesale House at List Prices. Lists on application. 
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FREEMAN & HILDYARD, LONDON, S.E. 
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. MAb COFFEE.” 


(Patented.) 


Prepared from delicious Mocha Coffee and Nourishing Malt. It 
does not excite the Nerves like pure Coffee, or effect the liver like 
Mase prevents and cures indigestion, and is as nourishing a3 Ale 
or Stout. 


Gracers will find this a 800d paying Coffee, without risk of Prosecution. 


MALT:COFFEE COMPANY. 


(Proprietors, KRIKORIAN EROS.) 


‘MONUMENT BUILDINGS, LONDON, E.C. 
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NOTICE. 
All communications for the Editors to be addressed to the Editors, 
183, Strand, London, W.C- 


Advertisements to be addressed to The Publisher, and if intended for 
the current issue should reuch the Office, 183, Strand, London, W.C., by 
Thursday morning. 








SOMERSET HOUSE BECOMES LESS 
IGNORANT. 


We havo to point out to our well meaning contemporary, The 
Pharmaceutical Fournal, that we hold no brief for the public 
analysts, neither offivially nor semi-officially, nor have we any 
connecticn whatev:r with them. We claim the right to criticis» 


them and condemn such of the body as to our thinking act 


criticising their referees at Somerset House. 


against the woll-being of the community, same as wo do that of 
That being so we 
must flatly contradict the contention of The Pharmaceutical 
Fournal, that condemnation of Somerset House chemists is un- 
necessary. On the contrary, it is very necessary indeed, as we 
shall here show. Some months ago we attacked Somerset House 
chemists for their presumption in pretending to be able to 
accurately analyso samples of decomposed milk; a practice of 
the department that for long has been a sore point with public 
analysts. Until we exposed them, the Somerset House chomists 
persisted in the practice. They have now learnt better, and 


abandoned it, as the following letter evidences :— 


“Somerset House, Lonpoy, 
26 November, 1892. 
GENTLEMEN,— 
With referenco to tho sample of milk marked, City of 
Manchester, sample No. 1,097 B, 22 Sept., 1892,” I have to 
observe that the milk has bson kept 64 days, including the day 


_of receipt, and its condition is such that a satisfactory analysis 


cannot be made. 
I would, therefore, acquaint you that we cannot undertake 


to furnish a certificate of the results of the analysis. 
Iam, Gentlemen, 
Your obedient Servant, 
(Signed) J. Bext, Principal. 


Messrs. Lo Court and Thorp, 
Clerks to the Justices, Manchestor. 


This letter requires no comment. Jt has a pitiable eloquence 
peculiarly its own, which all who urderstand the question will 


be able to appreciate. 











ST, MARTIN'S - IN- THE- FIELDS VESTRY 
ATTACK INSANITARY PROPERTY OWNERS. 


WHEN WILL THEY PUT IN FORCE THE 
ADULTERATION AOTS? 


On Monday afternoon, at Marlborough-street Police-court, London, 
Mr. Hannay, the sitting magistrate, had before him a number of 
summonses which had been taken out by order of the London County 
Council against the reputed owners of certain dangerous structures 
in Great Newport-street and Ryder’s-court, situate on the Salisbury 
estate. 

Mr. J. W. Godfrey, from the £olicitor’s department of the London 
County Council, appeared in support of the summonses; Mr, Chad- 
wick, surveyor to. the estate, and Mr. Nicholson (Nicholson and 
Herbert) represented the owners and others. 

In the first case, that of 11, Great Newport-street, Mr. Godfrey 


- gaid he must ask his worship, when he had proved his case, to make 


an order. The summons was issued on October 15th, but the work 
had now come to a stop. 

Mr, Richard Walker, surveyor to the parish of St. Martin-in-the- 
Fields, was calied in support of the summons. He said that on 
September 15th be made a survey of the premises in question, and 
certified them to be in a dangerous condition. Certain requirements 
were made, and part of the work had been done. No. 12, next door, 
had been pulled down for the purpose of erecting a large scene- 
painting room for the Empire Theatre, and what he complained of 
was that no proper steps were taken, as the Building Act required, 
to secure the party wall of the adjoining premises. The builder's 
foreman dug a big hole in the rear of No. 12, going 32 ft. below the 
street, and then went to the County Council and gave information 
that the adjoining property was in a dangerous condition. 

Mr. Hannay: What did he do that for? It seems a most extra- 
ordinary proceeding, 

Mr. Walker, continuing, said it was necessary that the work should 
be done within fourteen days. Mr. Chadwick was architect of the 
new building. The work was going on all right, but the builder 
had dore nothing to secure the adjoining premises since notic2 was 
given. 

Mr. Hannoy said he could not understand the action of the builder. 
It scemed to be contrary to his own interests. 

Mr. Walker said it was contrary to the interests of adjoining 
owners. They wanted the work to be gone on with at once. 

Service of the notice having been admitted by Mr. Chadwick, Mr. 
Hannay made an order for the necessary work to ke carried out in 
fourteen days. 

In the case of 12, Great Newport-street, Police-constable 173 C 
proved that he left a copy of the summons on the premises. 

Mr. Walker said he made a survey of the premises on Septem- 
ber 15th, and certified them to be in a dangerous condition. The 
whole place had now been taken down, except a small portion of the 
wall at the back and front. These two portions ought to be taken 
down or secured. 

An order was made for the work to be done in fourteen days. 

In the case of other premises in Great Newport-street, the lower 
portion of which was used. in connection with Aldridge’s Reposi- 
tory, and the upper occupied as a hat factory, a similar order was 
made, 

The next summons was that in connection with Nos. 19 and 20, 
Ryder’s-court, of which Mr. Hockin was the lessee, and No. 21, which 
was said to be in the hands of the freeholder. 

Mr. Walker said he had on September 15th made a survey of the 
premises, and had certified them to be in a dangerous state. He 
produced to his worship photographs of No. 19, and said that the 
original requirement was that the dangerous and bulging front should 
be taken down. In the case of No. 20 he had required that they 
should take down the dangerous and cracked portion of the back and 
front walls, and the smaller cracked parts of the north party walls. 
The house was practically in ruins. It had been shored up, .but not 
till after he had given notice. There might have been a serious 
accident there. ‘I'hey had gone down 32ft. below the street, and 
had not taken:the slightest precaution to shore the adjoining buildings 
at all. In the case of No. 21, Mr. Walker said it was let by the 
estate after he had warned them not to let it, and he had had to turn 
twenty people out of it on a magistrate’s order. He was of opinion that 
it would take quite fourteen days to pull them down, as the work 
would haye to be done very carefully. What he complained of was 
that the people never took the trouble to look after the adjoining 
houses. 

Service of the notices having been proved, Mr. Hannay made a 
similar order to those in the previous cages. 

In the case of No. 23, St. James’s-market, it was stated that the 
works were in hand, and an adjournment for fourteen days was asked 
for and granted. In regard to 21 in the same market, an order was 
made for the work to be done in fourteen days. 





NOTICE. 


Tue Hditors beg to thank the many Public Analysts, Medical 
Officers of Health, Sanitary Inspectors, and Inspectors under 
the Food and Drugs’ Acts, who have sent reports, notes of cases, 
and written approving of the objects of Foon, Druas anp 
Drink, and will be glad if Public Analysts and Medical Officers 
of Health generally will oblige by sending regularly their reports 
and such cases of importance as occur in their districts, 
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ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 


MILK. 


At Reading, on the 13th inst., John Reeves, milkman, Thorn- 
street, was Summoned, under the Food and Drugs Act, 1875, for 
selling milk not of the quality demanded. Mr. Stevens, Deputy 
Town Clerk, prosecuted. William Henry Roberton, inepector under 
the Food and Drugs Act, said that on December 21 he visited Mr. 
Reeves’ shop. He sent in Horace Johnson for 1d. of milk. Witness 
received the milk from Johnson and paid for it. He notified to him 
that he was going to have the milk examined, and requested that he 
would allow him to divide the milk. This the defendant agreed to. 
He divided the milk, leaving one part with the defendant. A second 
portion was handed to the borough analyst the next day, and the 
third part was now produced. He received the analyst’s report on 
December 28, which showed that the milk had been adulterated to 
the extent of 10 per cent. of water. Horace Johnson, a boy, proved 
purchasing the milk for Mr. Roberton. Jn reply to Mr. Smith, Mr. 
_ Roberton said that on five or six previous occasions samples of the 
defendant’s milk had been analysed, and on those occasions the 
analyst’s report had been satisfactory. The wife of the defendant, 
who represented her husband, said that one of their cows was ill at 
the time, and as they had not sufficient milk her daughter purchased 
some from a milkman in the sireet. The milk supplied to Johnson 
was 8 portion of that purchased of that milkman, Annie Elizabeth 
Reeves, the daughter, said it was quite dusk when she purchased the 
milk. She did not know the milkman of whom she purchased it. 
The milk was served to her in a can, from which Johnson was served. 
She had only just come in with the milk as Johnson entered the 
shop. The defendant was fined the mitigated penalty of 10s. and 
19s. 6d. costs. 


At Brentford Police-court, on the 7th inst., Henry Smith, dairy- 
man, South Ealing, was summoned in two instances for having sold 
adulterated milk, one to the extent of 16 per cent. of added water, 
and the other 18 per cent. On the previous Saturday, Inspector 
Walter Tyler visited the defendant’s shop, and there saw Frank 
Rossiter, defendant’s manager, whom he asked for a pint of new 
milk. Rossiter replied that he had got no new milk; but, observing 
a churn full, the inspector asked for a pint of milk, placed a jug 
down, and paid down twopence. Rossiter served the fluid, and when 
the inspector began to divide it for analytical purposes, he remarked, 
“Well, sir, it is not milk atall.” ‘* Whatis it then?” asked the 
inspector. Rossiter replied: “‘ That has been watered. I saw the 
water put in it, in fact, I put it in myself, because it is cheaper than 
milk; and we sell under price!’ The inspector observed that it 
was not under price, as he was charged twopence for it. Leaving 
the shop, the inspector took another sample from one of defendant’s 
serving men, and both were found to be as above stated. Smith 
pleaded that he knew nothing about the adulteration. He had been 
in the business only a few weeks, and sold no more than four gallons 
per day. Illness had prevented him from taking part in the work, 

which was therefore carried out by Rossiter. Ihe Bench considered 
it a very bad case, and imposed a penalty of £5 in each case. A week’s 
grace to pay the money was granted. 


At Kidderminster, on the 6th inst., Arthur Lloyd, Pleasant-street, 
‘ was charged with having sold milk of improper quality. Mr. James 
Morton (Town Clerk) appeared for the prosecution. Mr. Cowderoy, 
sanitary inspector, said he took two samples of milk from the defen- 
dant’s cans. One sample was found to be pure, and the other, upon 
analysis, was found to contain 21 per cent. of added water. The 
defendant declared that he had the milk from a Mr. Fowler. The 
Mayor said they had carefully considered the evidence and all that 
had been urged on behalf of the defendant. That was a case, how- 
ever, in which they could not do less than fine the defendant £5 and 
costs. The case was a very serious one, as the defendant was a 
wholesale purveyor of milk. It was most important that the people 
should have their food free from adulteration, and if a similar charge 
was preferred against the defendant he would be more severely dealt 
with. The fine and costs amounted to £7 14s. 





On the 9th inst., at Rochdale police-court, John Shore, farmer, 
Marland Mill Farm, was charged with selling a pint of new milk to 
Mr. James Schofield, sanitary inspector, on the 11th December, 
which milk Mr. Thomas Stenhouse, the borough analyst, declared to 
contain 12 per cent. of addel water. Shore’s defence was that he 
had to buy milk that morning from another farmer, as he had not 
sufficient of his own for his customers. The bench imposed a fine 
of £2 and costs. . 


William Wheelwright, farmer, Healey, was charged with selling 
the inspector, on the same date, a pint of new milk containing 9 per 
cent. of added water, and deprived of a portion of its cream. 
Wheelwright said he had only added the night’s skim milk to the 
morning’s milk, and the other milk he bought. He was fined £2 
and costs. 


At Nottingham, on the 10th inst., Joseph Graythorne, Greek- 
street, Radford, was summoned for selling milk which was not of the 
nature and quality demanded. Mr. F. B. Harris, from the Town 
Clerk’s office, prosecuted. Mr. William C. Betts, sanitary inspector, 
said that on Sunday, the 18th ult., he purchased 1} pints of milk 
from the defendant in Wyville-street, Radford, for which he paid 
24d. The milk was afterwards analysed, and found to contain 26 
per cent. of added water. For the defence, Mr. Clayton urged that 
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this was the first time his client had been charged with any offence, 
and that the milk in question had been tampered with in transit on 
the railway, it having come from Chellaston. A witness was called 


in support of the latter contention, who said that complaints had 


been made previously in regard to it. The magistrates imposed a 
fine of 20s. and costs, remarking that there were some mitigating 
circumstances in the case. 


Josiah Salisbury, of 1, Denton-street, was summoned for a similar 


offence. Mr. Harris again prosecuted, and called Inspector Betts, 
who proved the case, after which the defendant was fined 20s., in- 
cluding costs. 


At Pontypridd, on the 11th inst., Evan Davies, Coedpenmaen, Ponty- 
pridd, was summoned by Superintendent Jones for selling milk which 
contained 6 per cent. of added water. A fine of £3 was imposed. 


At the Derby County Police-court, on the 6th inst., Ebenezer 1 


Needham, Long Eaton, was summoned for selling adulterated milk. 
Captain Sandys, R.N., the inspector, proved the purchase of milk 
which was stated by Mr. Otto Hehner, the county analyst, to contain 
8 per cent. of added water. The defendant, who said he had sold 
milk for twenty years by contract, was fined 5s. and costs. 

[We invite the attention of Derbyshire agriculturists to the 
manner in which the magistrate who tried this case, the Hon. 


W. M, Jervis, doubtless unintentionally encourages fraud. <A 5s, — 


fine is no deterrent. It is unfair to dairy farmers and inspectors, 
and to the county that has to pay for the working of the Act, 
wet if the magistrates did their duty, would be self-supporting, 
—Ep]. 


At Salford Borough court, on the 1]th inst., Edward Turner, dairy- 
man, carrying on business at 4, Torrens-street, Irlams-o’-th’-Height, 
was fined 20s. and costs for selling to Inspector Rider, on November 
29th, milk adulterated with 8 per cent. of water. 


At the Chester County police-court on the 14th, James Owen, a 
farmer, who holds the contract for the workhouse milk supply, was 
charged with adulterating a can of milk with 50 per cent. of water. 
The analysis certificate as to the adulteration was not questioned. 
The defence was that Owen's man upset the can of milk while going 
to the workhouse, and added the water himself. The Bench inflicted 
a fine of £5, and costs. 


BUTTER AND MARGARINE. 


At the Manchester County Police-court, on the 10th inst, Mr. 
Grubb, grocer, Cadishead, appeared to a summons for selling adul- 
terated butter. Mr. Superintendent Bert gave evidence to the effect 
that he went to the defendants shop and was supplied with a pound 






of butter, which on analysis proved to contain 21 per cent of water. — 
An ordinary percentage was from 10 to 12 per cent., and the analyst — 


in his report stated that 15 per cent. was a very large amount, some- 
times found in butter sent to market. The defence was that every 
precaution had been taken by the defendant to avoid selling adulter- 


ated goods, and that in this case the butter was sold exactly as it 


came from the exporter in Ireland. A fine of 21s. and cosis was 
imposed. 


James R. Burnside, grocer, 49, Granby-street, Liverpool, was sum- 
moned on the 11th inst., for exposing for sale margarine which was 
not labelled as such, and was fined 20s. and costs. 


John Barr, of 65, Netherfield-road, was summoned for exposing 


for sale margarine which was inadeqnately labelled, and a similar fine — 


was imposed. Inspector Baker proved the cases. 


At Belfast, on the 10th inst., Catherine O’Neill, 96, Ravenhill-road, © 


was summoned by David M’Master, inspector of foods, for selling — 


margarine not correctly labelled. Mr. Spiller prosecuted, and Mr. 
Kerr defended. ‘The case for the defendant was that her brother had 
just gone out to get labels, and that she had no intent to defraud. 
The Court considered the case proved, and inflicted a fine of £3 and 
costs. 


At Worship-street, London, on the 13th inst., Harry Rayner, 
butterman, of 71, Bishop’s-road, Bethnal-green ; and George Brown, 
shopkeeper, of 11, Cambridge-road, Bethnal-green, were summoned 
by the sanitary authority of the parish for selling as butter an article 
not of the nature, substance, and quality demanded. The sanitary 
inspector, Mr. Weston, produced the certificates of analysis in each 
case. He said that as the defendants announced pure butter in their 
shops, he made purchases of half-pounds of 1s. butter from each. 
In the article supplied by the defendant Rayner 65 per cent. of mar- 
garine was declared ; whilst in that obtained at Brown’s shop 85 per 
cent. was of the same compound. Both defendants pleaded guilty, 
and Rayner said there was no such thing as pure butter at 1s. per lb. 
Mr. Bushby ordered Rayner to pay a fine of £10, and Brown a fine 
of £15, recoverable by distraint. 


COFFEE. 


On the 9th inst., at the Borough Police-court, Wrexham, Deputy 
Chief-constable Vaughan, inspector under the Food and Drugs Act- 
proceeded against a number of small shopkeepers for selling adulte, 
rated coffee. Catherine Dunbar, Pentrefelin, was fined 10s. and 
costs for selling as coffee a mixtuie containing 24 per cent. of chicory. 
Defendant said she sold the coffee as she bought it from Mr. 
Williams, of the Central Store. 
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Thomas Jones, Pentrefelin, who was found selling as coffee a mix- 
a which contained 97 per cent. of chicory, was fined 30s. and 
costs. 


James Bruce, Madeira-hill, whose ‘ coffee’’ contained 64 per cent. . 


of chicory, was fined 15s. and costs; and a similar penalty was in- 


flicted on Ann Price, Willow-road, who sold ‘coffee’ containing 60 


per cent. of chicory. 


WHISKY. 
At Cockermouth Police-court, on the 2nd inst., Joseph Edgar, inn- 


keeper, Brigham, was summoned for an offence, under the Food and - 


Drugs Act, on the 21st November. Superintendent Johnston deposed 
to purchasing 'a pint of whisky at the defendant’s house, which on 
being analysed proved to be 17 degrees below the standard limit. 
The defendant’s wife, who appeared for him, stated that she had 
put a quart of water to a half-gallon of whisky, which she thought 
was perfectly right. The Chairman: You made a great mistake, you 
put in twice as much water as you ought. Mrs. Edgar: I will do 
better in the time to come. The Chairman: You ought to know 
your business. How long have you had the public-house? Mrs. 
Edgar: Four years. The defendant was fined £1 including costs. 
David Holliday, innkeeper, Great Broughton, was charged with a 
similar offence. The Superintendent stated that in this case the 
whisky was 2.87 degrees below the standard. The defendant said 
that he was called away while reducing the whisky, and he could 
not rememher how much water he had put in. He must have after- 
wards added a little too much. The Chairman - You must be very 
careful. It is cheating the public. You will have to pay £1, 
including oosts. 


John Thomas Andrew, the Waggon and Horses, Dunswall, was 
summoned at the Hast Riding Sessions, on the 10th inst., for adul- 
terating whisky. Superintendent Harvey gave evidence as to re- 
ceiving a quantity of Irish whisky from Inspector Clarke, which had 
been obtained from the defendant. The whisky was sent for analysis 
to Mr, Baynes, and a certificate was produced showing that there 
were nine parts of water more than the allowance. Inspector 
Clarke deposed to purchasing a shilling’s worth of Irish whisky from 
the defendant, at the same time handing him the official notice that 
it was required for analysis. The defendant said that his wife 
always ‘‘ put up” (mixed) the whisky. He knew nothing about it, 
and he promised that it should not occur again. The Bensh, after 
warning the defendant, imposed a fine of 20s. and costs. 


At Dorking police-court on the 11th inst., Mark Edwards, land- 
lord of the Kose and Crown Inn, West-street, Dorking, was alleged to 
have sold a quantity of whisky not of the substance and quality de- 
manded by the purchaser on December 9th. Mr. F. Cliffe, the 
inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, stated that on December 
9th, he sent his assistant to the defendant’s Inn to purchase half a 
pint of whisky. After the purchase was completed, witness saw 
the defendant’s daughter, and told her that the spirits would be 
analysed. The county analyst had certified that the whisky con- 
tained 3} per cent. of water over and above the 25 per cent. allowed 
by the Act. The magistrates imposed a fine of £5 and 14s. 6d. 
costs, there being a previous conviction against the defendant for a 
similar offence. 


At Wirksworth, on the 3rd inst., Enoch Bennett, Miner’s Arms, 
Brassington, was charged with selling adulterated whisky on tho 4th 
October. Fined 10s. and costs. 

Samuel Stone, Thorn Tree Inn, Brassington, was charged with a 
similar offence. Defendant said he had kept a public house 40 years, 
and this was the first time he had been summoned. His wife always 
attended to the spirits. and as she was getting old, perhaps she might 
have accidently diluted too much. Fined 10s. and costs. 


At Chichester, on the 7th inst., John Kent, Beach Inn, Bognor, 
was summoned for selling adulterated whisky. The case had been 
adjourned owing to a technical objection raised by the defeudant’s 
solicitor, and a fresh summons had since been issued. Superinten- 
dent Robinson, stated that a constable bought the whisky by his in- 
structions. After receiving the whisky Superintendent Robertson 
informed the defendant that the purchase had been made for the 
purpose of analysis. The county analyst stated that the sample 
consisted of a mixture of 100 parts of whisky of the lowest legal 
strength, 25 under proof, and three parts of added water. Mr. 
Kent was fined £1, and 17s. 3d. costs. 


Sarah Neale, landlady of the Queen Victoria Inn at South Ber- 
sted, was the defendant in another case. ~On the 23rd of 
November, P.C. Fowler purchased a_ sbilling’s worth of 
Scotch whisky at the defendant’s house, this being supplied to him 
by Miss Neale. It was handed over to Superintendent Robertson, 
who informed the defendant for what purpose it was bought, and 
subsequently forwarded it to the county analyst. The certificate 
since received from him showed that the sample contained 100 parts 
of whisky of the lowest legal strength, 25 under proof, and 15 parts 
of added water. Mr. Staffurth, on behalf of the defence, explained 
that the whisky sold was not intended for public consumption, but 

‘only for the use of the house. Defendant had a decanter of diluted 
Scotch whisky in a private room, and this got removed into th2 bar 
by mistake. Defendant was not in the habit of selling Scotch 
whisky at the house, and the entries in her brewer’s books (pro- 
duced by Mr. Staffurth) showed that the last lot supplied was two 
gallons in October, 1890. Mrs. Neale had conducted the house 
straightforwardly and well for a number of years. Mrs. Neale, in 
the course of her evidence, explained that she diluted the whisky in 
question for private use, because on the night previous to the con- 





stable’s visit she had a party of young friends at the house. She 
was too embarrassed to give the police the same account which had 
now been given in Court. The Bench dismissed the summons, but 
expressed the opinion that it was a pity the defendant did not at the 
time tell her story to the Superintendent of Police. 


At Malmesbury, Tom Bailey, landlord of the Borough Arms Inn, 
was summoned by Superintendent Tyler, inspector under the Food 
and Drugs Act, for selling whisky 30 per cent. under proof. Defend- 
ant pleaded guilty, through ignorance of the law in the matter. 
Superintendent Tyler informed the Bench that on the 9th December 
he visited the defendant’s house, and bought half-a-pint of whisky, 
for which he paid 1s. 2d. He told defendant he should send it to 
the public analyst. Witness kept one-third of it, defendant another 
third, and the other third he sent to the analyst at Bath, who, in his 
report now produced by witness, stated that it was 30 per cent. under 
proof, whereas the Act only allowed 25 per cent. In reply to the 
Chairman, witness said that he visited two other houses the same 
day, and took samples, but there was no complaint. The Bench fined 
defendant 10s. and costs, and said that they wished it to be known 
that if a similar case came before them a much heavier fine would 
be inflicted. 


GIN. 

At the Marylebone Police-court, on the 13th inst., Henry William 
Koppe, of the Old King’s Head public house, 282, Euston-road, was 
convicted ot selling gin adulterated with water to the extent of 40 
degrees under proof, being 5 per cent. above the limit allowed. Mr. 
Cooke fined the defendant £5 and costs. 


James Kitley, innkeeper, Hatfield Broadoak, appeared to an ad- 
journed summons for selling gin adulterated 40 degrees below proof, 
being 5 degrees below the statutory minimum. Defendant said he 
had had one of the samples cf the gin analysed, and learned that it 
was adulterated as stated. He admitted selling the gin, but said he 
sold it as he received it from the brewers. He had not meddled 
with it in any way. ‘Tho brewers, Messrs. Hawkes and Co., he said 
acknowledged that the gin was adulterated 40 degrees, although de- 
fendant received it as being 30 degrees under proof. The Chairman 
considered that, if this statement was true, the brewers were morally 
responsible, but as the defendant was primarily responsible to the 
justices, he would be fined £5 and costs, 14s. 6d. 

[We shall be interested to know what steps Mr. Kitley will 
tuke to recover damages for the loss, &., against these brewers. 
—Ep |} 








FOOD PROSECUTIONS. 


APPEAL IN A ST. ALBAN’S CASE. 


At the St. Alban’s Divisional Sessions, last week, the case was 
heard of Wren Bros., Luton, v. Tre Mayor and Corporation of St. 
Albans, which was an appeal against a conviction by the St. Alban’s 
Justices in June last. Mr. Whiteman Wood for the appellants, and 
Mr. R. D. Muir for the respondents. We are indebted to the Jest 
Herts Post for the fcllowing account of the proceedings. 

The appellants had a stall in St. Alban’s market on Saturday, 
June 4th, two servants of the appellants, Harvey and Carter, having 
charge of it. The sanitary inspector, in the execution of his duty, 
found at the end of the stall eight mackerel, in a basket, which were 
most undoubtedly unfit for food. They were seized, one of the ap- 
pellants summoned, and in default of appearance the St. Albans 
Justices heard the case exparte, and convicted. They declined to 
hear Mr. Wren’s witnesses because Mr. Wren himself was not present 
when the case was called on. The appellants, relying on this fact, 
and that the fish were not exposed for sale, now appealed, and asked 
that the conviction might be quashed. 

Mr. Muir pointed out that by this 116 section of the Public Health 
Act it was incumbent on the person charged to prove that the fish or 
meat was not exposed for sale. 

George Ford, the City surveyor and sanitary inspector, was called 
to prove the seizure of the fish (on 4th June last). The appellant's 
stail in the Market-place was in charge of a man named Harvey, 
who was in the service of the appellants. In a basket by the side 
of the stall he found eight mackerel, which were all bad. What the 
man was selling appeared to be good. The medical officer of health, 
Dr. Morison, then came to the police station and condemned the 
mackerel as unfit for food. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Whiteman Wood: I know Mr. Wren, the 
appellant, has been in business a long time, and has had a stall at 
St. Alban’s for some time. Have never communicated with any other 
place where the appellant has businesses. ‘he basket which con- 
tained the bad mackerel was at the end of the stall. There were only 
the eight bad mackerel in the basket. Dr. Morison said the fish 
were perfectly unfit for food, aud any ordinary person could tell they 
\.cre bad. 

Miss Harriet Hart, the landlady of the Duke of St. Aiban’s beer- 
house proved that she sent to purchase some mackerel, which were 
bad, and they were changed, but this evidence was objected to by the 
appellant’s counsel, as it could not be proved that tue man sent by 
Miss Hart for the mackerel was served by the appellant’s man. 

Mr. Wood said the charg? was exposing for sale fish unfit for food, 
and there was not a tittle of evidence that the fish was exposed for 
sale, and all the evidence was the other way. Is was no offence to 
have bid fish in one’s possession, for that often happened to every- 
one. Not long since he had some trout sent him, which were bad 
when they arrived, but it would have been hard tg proseguts him for 
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this. When the salesman discovered the fish were bad, he placed 
them on one side; he could not throw them in the middle of the 
street. At the hearing of the case, Mr. Wren’s witnesses were not 
heard, evidently under a misapprehension. . 

Walter Wren, one of the firm of Wren Bros., trading at Luton, 
Ware, Bedford, and St. Albans, was then called, and said he pur- 
chased more than 100 packages of mackerel, at Billingsgate, on the 
4th June, and sent 500 fish to St. Albans Market. No complaints 
were made at any other place than St. Albans, and he had never had 
6 complaint against him before, after being in the business over 30 

ears, 
, Arthur Harvey, who was in charge of Mr. Wren’s stall at St. 
Albans, on the 4th June, said he did not sell any fish to Miss Hart’s 
man, and no fish was taken back from any customer during that day. 
On taking out the mackerel he found that there were eight fish unfit 
to be sold, and he placed them in a ped at the end of the stall. Five 
or six hundred fish were sold that day at St. Albans. 

The Court having retired, the learned chairman said: We have 
considered this appeal, which has been argued in a very able manner 
before us to-day, and we have come to the conclusion that the appeal 
must be allowed, and the conviction quashed, but that no order will 
be made with regard to costs. 


UNSOUND BACON. 

At the Clerkenwell Police-court, on the 4th inst., John Willison, 
of 22, Fairford-green, Little Kennington-lane, was summoned by 
Sanitary-inspector Parsons for unlawfully exposing thirteen pieces 
of bacon on a barrow at the corner of Dufferin-street, Whitecross- 
street, St. Luke’s, which was unsound, unwholesome, and unfit for 
the food of man. Dr. Yarrow, medical officer to the vestry, said 
several parts of the bacon were decomposed, and not fit for human 
consumption. Only a portion of the bacon was destroyed. Defen- 
dant said he purchased the bacon at a fair price at the market, and 
he was not aware that anything was the matter with it. John Page, 
a salesman to Mr. Brown at the Central Meat Market, said he sold 
the bacon in question to defendant. He had no idea that the bacon 
was bad. When his firm was aware that it had been seized by the 
inspector, they returned the purchase-money to defendant. Mr. 
Bros: What price was the bacon sold at? Witness: 34d. Mr. 
Bros: Is that the usual price? Witness: Well, the bacon was sold 
cheaper in consequence of it having been cut in the Staffordshire 
style, and this style is unsuitable to the London market. Inspector 
Parsons said it was the first time he had seen defendant in White- 
cross-street, and he had not seen him since. Mr. Bros said he would 
be satisfied in the present case if Willison paid the costs. 


MEAT. 

At Bootle Police-court, on the 16th inst., Thomas Ellidge, butcher, 
of Queen’s-road, Bootle, was summoned for having in his possession 
diseased meat. The Town Clerk, Mr. J. H. Farmer, prosecuted. 
Mr. W. Daley, sanitary inspector, stated that on the 11th instant he 
visited the defendant’s premises, in consequence of information he 
received, and saw 19 lbs. of meat in a basket on the floor of the 
shop. He examined the meat, and found that it smelt abominably. 
It was sodden and unfit for food. The medical officer, to whom it 
was submitted, gave a certificate as to its condition. In a bag in the 
cellar witness also found 9 lbs. of meat in a similar condition. The 
defendant stated that he had quite forgotten the meat was in the cel- 
lar, and his boy said that it was the remainder of a portion he had 
removed. This meat had been in pickle, Dr. Sprakeling, medical 
officer, said that all the meat was soft and sodden, very moist, and 
had an unpleasant smell. A portion of it had a greenish colour. 
One piece had apparently been packed in salt a long time, and when 
cut it had an unpleasant smell. The whole of it appeared to him 
unfit for food. The defendant admitted to the Bench that the meat 
was bad, but said it was not intended for sale. It was on the floor, 
and no one would put meat there that was intended for sale. It had 
gone bad in pickle. A fine of 20s. and costs was inflicted. 

At Macclesfield, Joseph Wainwright, butcher, was committed to 
gaol for two months, with hard labour, for exposing diseased meat 
for sale at Rainow. He paid 10s. for a cow, which was killed in a 
stable, and !part of the carcase was brought there for sale the day 
before Christmas. 

En ______d 


ASSAULT ON A FOOD INSPECTOR. 





Mr. John Condron, provision merchant, and Mr. Joseph Nolan, 
victualler, Bray, were indicted at the Dublin Sessions, on the 12th 
inst., for having assaulted Mr. Myers, food and drug inspector, while 
he was discharging his duty, on Sunday, the. 18th December. 

Mr. George Wright, Q.C. (instructed by Mr. M’Cane, assistant to 
Mr. Coll, C.B., General Crown Solicitor), prosecuted. 

Mr. E. K. Harney, B.L. (instructed by Mr. Hanmore), defended. 

Mr. Harnay, for the defence, admitted an assault was committed, 
but stated that under the Act of Parliament it was an offence to 
interfere with the Sanitary inspector, while the act made no 
provision in reference to any resistance given to the food and drug 
inspector, and if was in that capacity Mr. Myers had acted, and 
when he endeavoured to retake the butter from Mr. Condron he had 
ected illegally, and Mr. Condron had aright to prevent him from 
doing so. 

Mr. MacSheehy, solicitor, contended that Mr. Myers was the 
Sanitary inspector as well as an inspector of food and drugs. 

The Recorder directed the jury to find the defendants guilty of a 
common assault. He fined Condron £5, and allowed Nolan out on 
his own bail, and his lordship said he would reserve a case for the 
Court for Crown Cases Reserved on the points of law raised by Mr. 
Harney. 
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ANALYSTS’ REPORTS. 


Mr. Alfred W. Stokes, public analyst, Paddington, in his 
report fer the quarter ending December 25th, 1892, says :— 

Your inspectors submitted to me during the quarter ending Decem- 
ber 25th, 40 samples of focd for analysis. These consisted of— 
sweets nine, milk eight, brandy four, rum three, butter three, bread 
two, flour two, mustard two, pepper two, gin two, whisky 1, coffee 
one, .and Jard one. ; 

Of these five samples of milk, two of brandy, two of rum, one of 
butter, one of whisky, and one of coffee proved to be adulterated, 

The adulterated samples of milk contained from 6 to 15 per cent. 
of added water. The vendors of these, except that containing only 
6 per cent. of added water, were prosecuted and fined sums ranging 
from 5s. to 10s. 6d. ; 

Of the four samples of brandy one sample contained 1% per cent. 
of water beyond the legal limit of 25 under proof ; another contained 
8} per cent. excess of water. In the first case the vendor was 
cautioned not to repeat the offence. In the second case a summons 
was taken out against the vendor, who pleaded that there was a 
notice in the bar stating that all spirits were diluted according to 
quality. This the magistrate, Mr. Rose, held to be a good defence ; 
he therefore dismissed the case. It was pointed out to.him that Mr. 
Bros, sitting at the same bench, had decided, in the case of a sample 
of rum which contained 4 per cent. of water beyond the legal limit, 
that the same defence submitted to him a few days previously was 
not a good defence. So that we bave the anomaly of two magistrates 
sitting on the same bench giving opposite decisions on the same 
defence. The original Adulteration Act of 1875 contained no 
standards or limits of strength, but the Amended Act of 1879, 
expressly states the legal limits for all spirits, the evident intention 
being that spirits should not be retailed below these strengths. 
There is frequently a cry that the law should fix some standard 
for’ milk, beer, butter, and other articles, but experience shows that 
the only limits yet legally fixed by Act of Parliament (those for 
spirits) are useless, if each magistrate is at liberty to disregard them, 
If, however, the vendor had been summoned for putting the same 
proportion of water into his beer there is no doubt that the same 
magistrate would have imposed a fine in spite of any such defence. 
It is a mystery why Excise cases invariably go against the publican, 
and result in fines, seldom under £25, while cases undertaken by 
vestries to protect the public from aculteration are either dismissed 
on some legal subterfuge or are met by the imposition of a 5s. or 10s. 
fine. The absurdity of the fines may be noted in four cases prose- 
cuted last week—the vendors of a sample of whisky containing 4 per 
cent. excess of water, two samples of milk with 10 and 16 per cent. of 
added water, and one sample of butter containing 30 per cent. of 
margarine, were each let ofi with the same fine of 5s. 

A short summary of the analytical work of the year 1892 may 
prove of interest. A total of 145 samples were analysed, consisting 
of, sweets 29 samples, spirits 27, milk 25, butter 12, ices 12, coffee 
eight, mustard eight, pepper seven, bread six, flour five, tea two, 
sewage two, lard one and disinfectant one. 

Of these, nine samples of spirits, cr 33 per cent.; nine samples of 
milk, cr 36 per cent.; two samples of butter. or 16 per cent.; and 
one sample of coffee, or 12 per cent., proved to be adulterated. Hence 
in this parish, the purchaser who buys milk or spirits may reckon 
that one out of every three purchases contains an undue amount of 
water. 

During the whole year £20 5s. 6d. was ordered to be paid into the 
vestry’s account for fines. 

One feature about this report isthe utter absurdity of the 
fines inflicted by the magistrates, and it is high time they 
were aroused to a proper sense of their duties to the public. 





We much regret there is not a magistrates’ reformatory — 


existing, for some London “ beaks” well deserve to adorn is, 
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ANALYSES OF FOOD. 


BOVRIL. 


We have received samples of a Bovril preparation, labelled 
“ Bovril for Invalids,” which, on analysis, yields, the following 





results :— 
Water ae aa An Ps .. 16.46 per cent. 
Fat (ether extract) + AG fe 152.72 i 
Gelatine and Albuminocids 9.14 Ay 
Poeptones.. 5. zis 14.7385 
Creatine and Meat Bases... 31.94 + 
Salt .. % 43 43 he 7.32 er 
Other Mineral Matters .. re ee a Lee pe 
Non-Nitrogenous Extractives .. a2) OOS oe 
100.00 


Careful tests for borated preservatives failed to find any traces 
of such in the preparation, and we are informed that the presence 
of boracic acid, to which we referred some weeks ago, was the 
result of an error of which the Bovril Company were entirely 
unaware, and against the repetition of which the Company have 
taken careful precautions. 





EEE — 
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CIRCULAR NOTES. 


A Common CouNcILtor’s INsSANITARY Hovszs, 


James Dowling, salesman, 18 and 19, Grand Avenue, Leaden- 
hall Market (a member of the Common Council), appeared at 
the North London Police-court before Mr. Haden Corser, on 
Monday, the 9th inst., to three summonses, taken out by Sani- 
tary Inspector A. W. Stiles, under the Public Health (London) 
Act 1891, at the instance of the Vestry of St. Leonard, Shore- 
ditch, charging him with having failed to comply with certain 
notices served upon him requiring him to place the premises, 
Nos, 39, 41, and 43, Queen’s-road, Dalston, in a proper sanitary 
condition by repairing the defective roofs, floors, walls, and ceilings, 
&c, Mr. Geo. W. Clarke appeared for the Vestry. The defen- 
dant, who was represented by Counsel, admitted the liability, 
and asked that the summons be adjourned for 14 days, he giving 
an undertaking that the works should be carried out. Mr. 


- Corser adjourned the summons for that purpose, the works to 


be carried out to the satisfaction of tho Inspector, 


A Noventy In Corrrzs anp Cutcory MrxtvuRgEs. 


Messrs. W. G. Shuttleworth and Co., Fenchurch-street, 
London, E.C., have made a new departure in regard to coffee 
mixtures. 
putting 60 to 80 or 90 per cent. of chicory and the remaining 
percentage of coffee into a tin and ealling it “French 
Coffee.” We have all along claimed, in the public interest as 
well as that of the grocers themselves, that coffee and chicory 
should be called and labelled plainly in the order of the consti- 
tuents, “Coffee and chicory,” or “Chicory and coffee,” not 
“French coffee,” ‘“ Coffee mixture,” or any such dishonestly 
designed misleading names. The new departure of Messrs. 
Shuttleworth consists in a duplex tin having a partition. One 
compartment of the tin contains pure coffee, the other contains 
chicory in the proportions of 50 per cent. of each, which propor- 
tions are plainly stated on the packet. 

This is a step in the right direction, and one that we hope to 
see extended. The calling of an article by the term “ compound,” 
“ condiment,” “ mixture,” and like ambiguous terms, is discredit- 
able to the trade, and it would benefit manufacturers and save 

rocers damaging prosecutions, were makers and dealers to reso- 
utely set their face against such practice. Grocers who encourage 
it are, unthinkingly, the worst of friends to themselves. 





APPEALS AGAINST CONDENSED SKIMMED MitxK Convicrions, 


The defendants convicted in the recent cases at Brentford 
have served notices of appeal upon the magistrates’ clerk and 
Mr. Tylor, the inspector under the Food and Drugs Acts. 

The deplorable consequences of using spurious condensed 
milks—that is, milk from which the greater part of the fat has 
been abstracted before condensation—were sadly revealed in an 
inquest held on the 11th inst. at Cambridge. An infant «died 
from lack of nourishment. It had been principally fed on 
so-called condensed milks, “skimmed,” and practically destitute 
of nourishment. Dr. Keene said that “poor people persisted 
in feeding their children upon the substances, that they were 
always doing it, and that one might talk to them until he was 
tired, but that they would go on doing it.” Such revelations 
plead eloquently for peremptory action to stop this commercially- 
assisted slaughter of the innocents, and mothers should be 
careful to buy only such milks as are genuine and contain the 
full percentage of fat—such »s the “ Milkmaid Brand” and 
Nestle’s Swiss Milk. These we have analysed, and find that they 
have not been tampered with. 





Mr. Horace Prunxett, M.P., anp THe Marcarine Acv. 


Mr. Plunkett has been for some time past doing patient, ex- 
cellent work in Ireland in connection with the creamery move- 
ment. He has the intention of bringing into Parliament carly 
in the coming session a Bill to amend the Margarine Act. If 
Mr. Plunkett desires his Bill to be effective we would impress 
upon him the necessity for definiteness of aim, and the need for 
being on his guard against the interested wiles of margarine and 
mixture rings. There has been more than enough of “ tinker- 
ing” legislation, and if he whittles down his Bill to suit the 
varying interests of the parties he is so busy just now in pro- 
pitiating he had better leave the question alone. The extent to 
which fraud in palming off margarine as butter is ‘practised is 
known to none so well as to the public analysts and the food 
inspectors. Mr. Plunkett would get reliable information and 
assistance were he to place himself in communication with them 
and with the Dairy Defence Associations and Members of Parlia- 
ment for agricultural constituencies. An amended Margarine 
Act needs to have at least two features: Ist, to be compulsory ; 
2nd; to make it illegal and penal to give margarine a butter 
colour. Anything less than this would be useless and farcical. 
For example—contrast the penalties inflicted for breaches of the 
Food and Drugs Act and Margarine Act with those in cases of 
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They steer clear entirely of the subterfuge of 











Excise prosecutions for diluting beer. In the beer cases £20 
penalties are regularly inflicted—because a Government depart- 
ment prosecutes. In the cases of butter adulteration and the 
sale of margarine as butter the penalties are usually from 5s. to 
20s., with an occasional fine in a glaring case of £5. The maxi- 
mum deterring penalty is rarely or nover enforced, because cur 
magistrates are too often, in divers ways, connected with the 
culprits. Again,in hundreds of cases the local authority charged 
with enforcing the Acts deliberately ‘“‘ burke” the Acts and pre- 
vent the inspectors from issuing summonses. Thus thwarted by 
magistrates, and at the mercy of employers who would discharge 
him were his zeal to bring to light their own rascality, there is 
little wonder that the respcnsible inspector often lets prosecu- 
tions lapse, and that the Margarine Act is a failure, 


AnotHER Natu In THE Dartry Farmers’ Corrin. 

If the Central and Associated Chambers of Agriculture did 
their duty to their subscribers and to agriculturists they would 
take some action in regard to the use of health injuring preser- 
vatives in milk and butter. Supplies of so-called fresh new 
milk arrive now twice daily from the continent, and the trade is 
rapidly inercasing. This milk is dosed with boric acid, a drug 
that is dangerous to infants and to persons in delicate health, and 
which is not allowed to be used in France, Germany, Italy, and 
other countries. It would be well to know how it comes about 
that no steps have been taken in England to prevent its use in 
food stuffs. Whilst Mr. Chaplin, Mr. Lowther, and Earl 
Winchelsea are busy with schemes, more or less unrealisable, 
foreigners, by the usa of boric and salicylic acids, are physicking 
us and using the drugs to enable them to palm off upon the 
English public all sorts of rubbish as wholesome sound food. 
When will the would-be agricultural leaders turn to practical 
questions ? 

Tue Dartry Farmers’ CoNFERENCE, 

The British Dairy Farmers’ Association will hold its confer- 
ence on May 9th, 10th, llth, and 12th, A sub-committee has 
been appointed to consider how best to protect the interests of 
dairy farmers. Might we suggest to the committee that it 
would be well to give some thought to the effect that the use of 
these so-called antiseptics has had in encouraging the sale of 
foreign butter, margarine, milk, &c.? Professor Long has done 
an immense amount of praiseworthy wcrk to encourage dairy 
education. Were the sub-zommittee to secure his co-operation 
in such a task, and have an exhaustive enquiry made amongst 
public and commercial analysts as to the prevalence cf the use 
of these drugs the results would bs of the greatest value. It 
would be found that the filthiest offal is used in the manufacture 
of margarines, and that it is only the use of liberal doses of 
these injurious preservatives that enables the producers to send 
thom into our markets, and to have the rubbish sold before its 
inherent rottenness discloses itself. This is a subject that we 
have again and again pressed upon the attention of dairy 
farmers, and one that it is important should be strongly taken 
up. It is surely the height of folly on our part to allow 
foreigners to put injurious drugs into our food, when the use of 
such drugs for their own home consumption is prohibited under 
severe penalties, 


Tus Fatan Merpicine: Borriz MIstake. 


We have time and again called attention to the necessity for 
making itecompulsory on chemists and physicians to use bottles 
of a special shape to contain poisons. If this were done, many 
persovs who are now prematurely done to death by what is 
euphemistically termed “ misadventure,” would be spared to live 
the natural span of life. A case in point occurred last week in 
Nottinghamshire. A Dr. Campbell, of Radcliffe, had two patients 
each named William Wright. To one, a carrier, he dispensed 
aconite liniment for a sprained hand; to the other, a platelayer, 
he had givena cough mixture. ‘The latter sent his bottle to be 
refilled. The doctor was away, and on returning he filled the 
bottle, thinking it was for the carrier. The platelayer took the 
liniment and died the same night. If Dr. Campbell had used a 
bottle of pyramidal or other distinctive shape for the liniment, 
he could not possibly have made the mistake of filling an 
ordinary bottle with a deadly poison, nor would his patient have 
been likely to have drank the poison, had it been contained ina 
specially shaped ‘‘ poison bottle.” What a striking commentary 
on our boasted nineteenth century intelligence, that such a 
simple expedient as this is not adopted to spare us from such 
fatalities ! 


Ture Brirish Darry Farmers’ ASSOCIATION AND 
ADULTERATION. ps 
Professor Long, at a recent meeting of the British Dairy 
Farmers’ Association, did a good work in directing the attention 
of dairy farmers to “ the unfair nature of the new railway rates, 
to the extensive adulteration practised in the manufacture and 
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sale of dairy produce and feeding stuffs, and the serious condition 
of agriculture.” He advocated combination amongst dairy 
farmers to protect their interests, and a sub-committee was 
formed to arrange for concerted action by dairy associations. 
We rejoice to seo increasing signs of activity amongst dairy 
farmers. The good example of Gloucester, where persons vend- 
ing adulterated butter were proceeded against by the local Dairy 
Produce Defence Association, is one that would benefit dairy 
farming materially, were it generally followed throughous 
England. 


OBJECTS FoR WHICH Datry Farmers SHouLD Work. 


We cannot, however, say that the resolution above referred to 
goes far enough, and we would urge upon earnest workers in the 
movement, the need for a more thorough consideration of the 
causes that have enabled foreigners to monopolisa our butter 
trade. In 1869, Denmark only exported 10,837,000 lbs. of butter, 
and as late as ten years ago, the amount exported only totalled 
some 32,000,000 Ibs. Whilst in the last ten years England has been 
going from bad to worse; Danmark has increased its exports of 
butter from 32,000,000 lbs. to over 90,009,000 lbs. The c.iuse of 
this advance in the prosperity of the Danish trada is a plain ons. 
Denmark has had enlightened and patriotic governments who 
called to their aid the ablest scientists and advisers. Under the 
tutelage cf experts like Professor Stain, Danish dairy farming 
has assumed its present colossal dimansions. What are the great 
lessons which Danish scientists, and the Danish butter industry 
teach us? Organisation, and the establishment of creameries 
that would enable us to produce butter of uniform quality, and 
to consign it in such quantities to the large towns, that it can be 
handled with advantage by the dealers. A strong organisatioa 
of dairy farmers could cope with, and secure the revision of the 
excessive rates now charged by railway companies, 





Evyauisad Borrer IN DEMAND. 


In conversation the other day, one of the largest buyers of 
Brittany butter in London, s1id, ‘‘ Personally, I am all in favour 
of English and Irish produce, and if I could rely on getting 
regular supplies of first class uniform quality, I could do an 
enormous trade init.” Obviously, it ought to be the duty of the 
government to assist in the developm2nt of the creamery move- 
ment in the United Kingdom; but the curse cf England has 
been that its government is given over to ignorant, vain-glorious 
politicians. No scientists of repute advise our slothful Board of 
Agriculture upon the means of developing a great English dairy 
farming industry. We have scientists as able as any that foreign 
countries can boast, but their advice is unheeded, and the gin 
and beer testers of Somerset House have had the opportunity of 
blundering ignorantly along, advising minist<rs as stupid as 
themselves; and what is the prica we have paid for it? 


Fraud surrounds us, and flourishes everywhere. Export 
analysts who test thousands of samples cf _ butter 
yearly, find that every foreign manufacturer can put 


margarine to the extent of 10 or 15 per cent. in his butter, well 
knowing that the Somerset House testers will not be able to 
detect the adulteration. That gives the foreign buster factor at 
the lowest rate 6s. 6d. per cwt. advantage over the English 
dairy farmer. Tho foreigner also knows that he can incorporate 
water with his butter to the’extent of 18 to 20 or more per cent., 
and that our stupids will pass it as up to the standard. Then, 
because he is a foreigner, our steamship and railway companies 
will bring his adulterated, swindling compound from® over the 
seas, at rates cheaper than a Dorsetshire farmer can send his 
butter to London. And so roguery flourishes, and the English 
producer is thrust aside in his own land. 





OTHER COUNTRIES ENCOURAGE SOIENTIFIC RESEARCH. 


Who advises our government‘about food stuffs? A handful of 
Somerset House officials as unknown as they are undistinguished 
in the paths of science, chemists who one day proclaim a butter 
genuine and the next declare the same butter adulterated with 
70 per cent. of foreign fat; who are the laughing stock of the 
scientific world, and the despair of every earnest public analyst. 
There are scientists of repute and knowledge connected with the 
government—but they have nothing to do with the food 
question, nor is their advice ever sought thereon. The principle 
of our public departments has been to thwart the guardians of the 
public food supply, the public analysts, and to parmit standards 
that encourage frauds of every kind. It is not yet too late to 
save the English dairy industry from destruction, but to do so 
united action and a straightforward policy is necessary. We 
have the existing Food and Drugs, Margarine, and Merchandise 
Marks Acts, all of them confessedly imperfect, and put into 
operation by different departments. The Food and Drugs Act 
may be ignored by interested or careless local boards or cor- 
porations as is the case at_ Southport, Nottingham, St. Martin’s- 
in-the Fields, &c, The Merchandise Marks Act, encourage Mr, 


T. J. Lipton to sell American hams and bacon cut and branded 
in such a manner as to lead the public to believe the produce 
English or Irish, and the Margarine Act has up to the present 
bean practically a dead letter and useless for its purpose. 
Thore certainly does exist one body of trained scientists, whose 
exporience entitles them to spsak authoritatively on the ques- 
tion of our food supply, viz. the Society of Public Analysts. 
Oa the other hand, that society has bsen not only boycotted, 
but insulted by goverameat deparém nts, and not one panny of 


government money has ever been bast »wed on if to aid it to ad- 


vanc3 analytical research. 





WE Boycott anpD STARVE SCIENTIFIC RESEARCH. 


Osher countries endow and encourage analytical research. 
Ours starves it, and wealthy testators bequeath thousands of 
pounds to impostures like the Mansion House Council on the 
Housing of the Poor, that ara not one jot of public benefit to 
auy porson. How long will the public continue to blind their 
eyes to the fact that an adequately endowed society for public 
analytical research would benefit every man, woman, and child, 
in the three kingdoms, and save the public hundreds of 
thousands of pounds? and how much longer will the Somerset 
House friends of every country but their own be allowed to en- 
courage fraul in food stuffs, and throttle English Duiry 
Farming? We suspect until agriculturists get a policy, and 
England gets ministers worth their salt—which is not now, nor 
has it bean the case for years. 








THE SANITARY INSPECTORS’ ASSOCIATION. 


On the 7th inst. Dr. B. W. Richardson, tha President of the 
Sanitary Inspectors’ Association, delivered his New Year’s 
address to the members, of which there was a large attendance, 
and considerable interest was showa throughout the proceedings. 

Having reviewed the work of tho association for the past 
year, the President said that it was not to be conceded that the 
inspectors appointed under the Food and Drugs Act received 


that amount of support which they were entitled to, consider- _ 


ing the great public work in which they were engaged; but if by 
means of the association over which he was now presiding they 
were brought into closer touch one with another, and were 
enabled by these mgans to work hand in hand for the general 
good, the public would soon begin to realise the importance of 
the duties which they were entrusted to perform, and would 
place that value upon their services to which they were so justly 
entitled. There must ba no going back and no satisfaction in 
the present condition of things, but they, as a body, must work 
shoulder to shoulder, and so attain that independancy of position 
which was their just right. At the close of the president’s 
address the members of the association were invited to discuss 
any points of interest, and matters then became rather lively. 

Mr, Grist, sanitary inspector to the St. Georges, Suuthwark, 
Vestry, said that so long as the magistrates of London main- 
tained their present adverse feelings, the Food and Drugs Act 
would be rendered almost useless. His experience in Southwaak 
was that it was almost impossible to get a conviction against an 
offender, and even if an order was made, the fine imposed was so 
small that it did not_in any way deter an offender from re- 
peating the same thing over again. As a general rule, the 
position taken up by the South London magistrates was that of 
counsel for the defendant. There was one gentleman in par- 
ticular. On one occasion he had a summons before him, and 
having proved his case conclusively, he was asked as to whether 
his Vestry had authorized him to take the proceedings, and 
upon his giving an answer in the affirmative, the magistrate de- 
manded to see the minutes of the last Vestry meeting 
wherein the authority would be entered. The minutes were not, 
of course, in Court, and the case was then ordered to be ad- 
journed for a week pending their production. That was only a 
single instance of the manner in which the inspectors of London 
were handicapped by the action of the magistrates, as hundreds 
of such cases might be quoted. It was quite impossible, under 
the existing condition of things, for the Act to be applied as it 
was intended to be, and he (Mr. Grist) as a member of the 
association, hoped the matter would be brought forward at a 
future meeting, and some steps be taken to alter the present 
condition of things. 

Several other members spoke on the subject, and gave their 
experiences of the difficulties under which they carried on their 
duties in consequence of the apathy shown by the magistrates, 
who, even when they did convict, imposed suzh a nominal fine 
in most cases that in no way acted as a deterrent to wholesale 
adulteration. 








On Dec. 28th, at Great Marlborough-street Police-court, 
Edward Luckett, coffee house keeper, 27, Dean-street, Soho, was 
summoned by Inspector T. F. Strutt, Strand Vestry, for having 
sold butter adulterated with 90 per cent. of margarine, and milk 
with 28 per cent. of added water. For the adulterated butter he 
was fined 40s., and for the milk, 20s, and costs. 
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PUBLIC HEALTH NOTES. 


Nothing is more worrying and harrassing to the medical officer 
of Health than to be placed under the power and direction of a 
so-called Sanitary Committee or Public Health Committee, 
composed of ignorant or venal representatives of the ratepayers. 
Yet such is the fate of a majority of the medical officers of 
health of the county ; and we certainly sympathise with them. 
But now and again we meet with a flagrant case in which things 
are reversed, and such an one has been discovered by a correspon- 
dent of the Pall Mall Gazette. The correspondent, Mr. Matthew 
Robins, tells us that in the autumn of 1890, when diphtheria 
was epidemic at Croydon, the attention of the medical officer 
was called, fourteen days after the outbreak, to the milk supplied 
from a certain dairy to one of the families in which diphtheria 
had broken out. 


No'notice was taken for twenty-five days, when the medical 
officer stopped the supply. He examined the cows, and declared 
that they were responsible for the outbreak, because 
they hed exhibited symptoms of a “ definite con- 
tigious malady on the teats identical with the disease 
which has occurred in cows in other diphtheria epidemics, and 
with the disease actually produced in cows by infecting them 
with the diphtheria bacillus. This remarkable opinion was soon 
discounted. Says Mr. Robins :— 


The late Dr. Carpenter, who had devoted much study to sanitary 
Fcience, and who was at that time a member of the Croydon Council, 
dissented from this conclusion, and expressed his conviction “that 
tie milk itself did not give origin to the disease, but that its infec- 
tive property had been acquired after it had left the cow. 

Professor Wortley Axe, of the Royal Veterinary College, was 
deputed by the British Dairy Farmers’ Association to ‘‘make a full 
inquiry into all the circumstances of the outbreak.” He visited the 
dairy, examined the cows, and reported. He denied both the diag- 
nosis and the conclusions of the medical officer, and asserted that 
- the eruption on the teats of the cows, to which the disease was at- 
tributed by the medical officer, ‘‘ had no existence at the time when 
the diphtheria-outbreak appeared, and did not present itself until 
more than a month afterwards, when the epidemic had become well 
established in the borough,” and ‘that it did not and could not 
have taken part in originating the epidemic.’ He shared the 
opinion of many of the residents that the milk had been contami- 
nated by the “‘ abominable stenches from the sewer gratings,’’ which 
were a cause of constant complaint. 


This singular narrative demonstrates two things : first, that it 
is well to have professional men on public boards; and second, 
that the British Dairy Farmers’ Associatian has an ample reason 
for existence in securing such an expose. Diphtheria has again 
been alarmingly prevalent in Croydon, and, as Mr. Robins re- 
marks, ‘investigation is urgently needed,” and we hope for the 
credit of the profession it will take place. 


A very grave question respecting the delay in dealing with the 
’ Mersey and Irwell pollutions is raised by our contemporary, 
the Chemical Trade Journal, in its issue of the 14th inst. If 
the Local Government Board is, as is there alleged by its idle- 
ness, an obstacle in the way of compelling the offending local 
authorities to do their duty, and is really furnishing those au- 
thorities with excuses for continuing the sewage pollutions, we 
can only say that it is a great pity Parliament is not sitting, that 
some honest pertinacious member might have an opportunity of 
assailing that sleepy-headed circumlocution department. 


According to our contemporary, the Mark Lane Express, the 
foot and mouth outbreak of 1880 originated in the landing of a 
cargo of a foreign stock at Deptford, and infected in less than 
three months 25 counties. 743,186 animals were attacked, and 
the loss to this country was at least £2,500,000. Yet we have 
‘‘Punch and Judy ” politicians, and some equally foolish news- 
papers, protesting against the prompt measures that were taken 
to arrest the spread of the disease in North London. Truly the 
major part of our public men and public press appears to be the 
friends of every country but their own. 





About a ton and a half of cheap jam was seized recently in 
the Islington district by order of the Medical Officer of Health, 
and was found to be in a repulsive condition. Fungoid growths 
covered the jam and the neck of the bottles ; and if the contents 
were not absolutely poisonous they were unwholesome in the 
extreme. The mystery surrounding the death recently of a child 
at Poplar, who had eaten cheap jam, might be to some extent 
explained had the jam been of the character of that seized at 
Islington. It bore the label “The Mid-Kent Fruit Factory,” a 
concern which has gone into liquidation. 





A SALFORD BUTTER PROSECUTION. 


THE SALFORD STIPENDIARY SHOULD BE TAUGHT 
THE LAW. ; j 








Mr. W. Torkington, Grocer, 273, Chapel-street, Salford, was 
summoned before Mr. Makinson, the stipendiary, for that he did 
on November 19th, 1892, sell to Inspector Rider, a sample of 
butter, which on analysis was found to have been adulterated 
with 70 per cent. of foreign fat. 

The defence was that the analyst, Mr. J. Carter Bell, was 
wrong in his analysis, and the defendant before the day of trial 
informed the Town Clerk, that there was some mistake in the 
analysis, and begged very hard that the case should not go into’ 
court, but that it should be withdrawn. 

Mr. Torkington sent the butter to Mr. Estcourt, the analyst of 
Manchester, who swore that the butter was pure. 

Mr. Carter Bell offered the defendant before the trial to with- 
draw the case, if he would allow the third portion of butter, at 
the Town Hall, to be opened in the presence of the Town Clerk, 
Mr. Estcourt, and Mr. Carter Bell, the butter to be divided into 
three parts, and then if it were found pure the case should be 
withdrawn. The defendant, Torkington, would not consent to 
this division. The case was brought into court, and the defen- 
dant was defended by Mr. Cobbett, who fought the case upon a 
warranty. The deputy Town Clerk asked the magistrate to send 
the third portion to Somerset House. Mr. Cobbett objected to 
this, and the magistrate gave in to him and dismissed the case. 
Mr. Makinson said there was fraud or a mistake, either Mr. 
Estcourt was wrong in his analysis, or the butter in the jar had 
been changed: it must be one of those two things. 

It is a pity Mr. Makinson does not understand the laws he is 
called upon to administer. Irrespective entirely of the pro- 
fessional ethics involved in Mr. Estcourt giving a certificate for 
use against that of Mr. Carter Bell, Mr. Makinson had no right 
to ‘admit Mr. Estcourt’s analysis as evidence. Mr. Estcourt is 
not the public analyst for the district, and the Act is precise in 
its statement that the certificate of the public analyst is evi- 
dence, not that of any public analyst. The only ground upon 
which Mr, Makinson could dismiss the case would be on the 
production of a certificate from Somerset House, that the 
analysis of Mr. Carter Bell was wrong. Mr. Makinson had no 
knowledge that the samples analysed by Mr. Carter Bell and by 
Mr. Estcourt were identical. Subsequent analysis show that 
the substance contained 70 per cent. of foreign fat, and if the 
stipendary could not take the trouble to understand the pro- 
visions of the Act, he might at least have been expected to take 
the common sense precaution of demanding proof that Mr. 
Estcourt’s analysis was from the original sample. The obvious 
conclusion also would have struck any stipendiary gifted with a 
particle of nous, that if the deferdant believed in Mr. Estcourt’s 
analysis, and was sure that Mr. Carter Bel!’s analysis was wrong, 
he would only have been too willing to send the third sample to 
Somerset House. The whole case is most unsatisfactory and 
requires explanation. 


UNIFORMED FOOD INSPECTORS. 


At the last meeting of the Gloucester County Council, Col. 
Curtis Hayward called attention to the the Adulteration of Food 
and Drugs Act, and made reference to the work of the Dairy 
Produce Defence Association in Gloucester, arguing for the 
necessity of the appointment of a special officer to look after the 
work of detecting adulteration in the county. Some of the 
members objected to Col. Curtis Hayward’s motion, as reflecting 
on the police. The mover disclaimed any such intention, but 
insisted that policemen in purchasing articles with a view of 
detecting adulteration could not look for success. He, however, 
altered his resolution, and moved the appointment of a small 
committee to inquire into the administration of the Acts and to 
copfer with the chief constable. This was agreed to, and the 
chairman, vice-chairman, Mr. Lloyd Baker, Mr. Lister, Mr. 
Griffiths, and Col. Curtis Hayward were appointed on the com- 
mittee. The annual report of the county analyst showed that 
during 1892, 446 samples were submitted, of which 29 were found 
to be adulterated. 

Colonel Curtis Hayward’s motion is a very sensible and useful 
one. Officials in uniform are very often supplied with pure 
articles, whilst the general public get spurious ones. No further 
proof of this is needed than the statement by the Local Govern- 
ment Board, who in their last report say, ‘‘ As invariably 
happens, a much larger proportion of the private than the 
official samples were found to be adulterated.” In fact, private 
samples showed 34.5 per cent. adulterated, while official samples, 
Z.e., samples purchased by known inspectors and persons in 
uniform, showed only 12.2 per cent. There is no reflection what« 
ever, of an invidious character upon the police. It simply shows 
that in many cases the vendors take care to supply them with a 
different article to that sold to the general public. 
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OFFICIAL REPORTS. 


Dr. Alfred Harris, Medical Officer for Islington, reports to the 
Vestry that an important case was heard at Clerkenwell Police-court, 
when the Vestry prosecuted a man, living at 48, Windsor-road, under 
the 68th Section of the Public Health (London) Act, 1891, for ex- 
posing his child while suffering from scarlet fever. During conval- 
esence, the patient was allowed to play in the streets, where he was 
seen by the Sanitary Inspector, who reported the matter to the 
Medical Officer of Health. The latter at once visited the boy’s home, 
where, on examination, he was found to be still desquamating. A 
summons was issued against the father by order of the Public Health 
Committee, and, on the case being heard, the magistrate, Mr. Horace 
Smith, would not accept the plea of ignorance of the infectious 
. nature of the disease during convalescence as an excuse, and inflicted 
the considerable penalty of £2 and costs. The case was brought by 
the Committee so that it might teach a lesson to parents and guar- 
dians that they must not allow their children into the public streets 
until they are entirely free from infection. The case was tried on 
the 18th November. One or two prosecutions of this character, it 
is believed, will soon put an end to such a reprehensible and common 
practice. 

Dr. Harris also reports that— 

Three persons were summoned at the same Court for selling milks 
adulterated witk 25 per cent., 10 per cent., and 20 per cent. of water, 
and they were fined respectively, 10s., 5s., and 5s. each. Although 
the fines are small, they are relatively heavy, because the sellers 
were persons in moderate circumstances. These milks were taken 
on a Sunday morning in the neighbourhood of the Cattle Market, 
Holloway, where, it is stated, a considerable traffic in adulterated 
milks has been carried on for some time past on Sundays. A 
tradesman was fined 4s. and costs for having sold to a private pur- 
chaser a pig’s head which was unfit for human food. Formerly it 
was impossible for the Sanitary Authorities to summon persons for 
having sold unsound food, although strangely enough, they could 
prosecute if the article was exposed for sale. Fortunately, this ana- 
chronism of the law had been put right under the Public Health 
(London) Act, 1891, and for the future, poor people will not be placed 
at the tender mercy of unscrupulous salesmen. 

Inspector Vaughan, Cardiff, reported to the Health Committee on 
the 10th inst., that during the last quarter 138 samples had been 
analysed, of which six were found to be adulterated. 

At the Jast meeting of the Glossop Town Council, Mr. Dane 
reported that he had taken samples of butter milk, &c., which had 
been analysed. 

It was decided that proceedings should be taken against those 
persons whose articles were found to be adulterated. 

At the last meeting of the Hollingbourne Board of Guardians, the 
inspector reported that on December 31st he went to Sutton Valance 
to inspect some meat being exposed for sale in a butcher’s shop at 
that place. The meat consisted of the carcase of an animal which, 
when alive, had been attended by a veterinary surgeon for a month 
for a sore tongue. He ordered the meat to be detained for the 
Medical Officer to see, and on the following morning he inspected 
the meat again in company with the medical Officer, and afterwards 
seized it under the 116th Section of the Public Health Act as being 
unfit for human food. The meat has since been buried. No part of 
the meat had been sold, but it was exposed for sale. 











THE BRITISH PHARMACOPGIA AND 
ADULTERATION. 

Mr. A. H. Allen, of Sheffield, public analyst for the northern 
division of Derbyshire, in a quarterly report to the County 
Council, states that he has recently had three samples of tincture 
of rhubarb submitted to him for analysis. Two of them were 
destitute of saffron, which is directed by the British Pharma- 
copoeia to be used in the preparation of tincture of rhubarb in 
the proportion of one-quarter of an ounce to the pint. Mr. Allen 
adds:— The medicinal value of saffron is now regarded by 
qualified practitioners as questionable, but the drug is still ex- 
tensively employed by herbalists and others. It communicates 
to the tincture of rhubarb its characteristic flavour and colour. 
As saffron is expensive, the reason for omitting it isobvious. In 
addition to the omission of the saffron, directed by the British 
Pharmacopceia to be used, one of the tinctures was notably 
deficient in extractive matter, which renders it probable, but 
does not absolutely prove, that it was deficient in strength. The 
British Pharmacopceia simply prescribes the method of preparing 
tincture of rhubarb, and gives no directions for ascertaining its 
strength or quality. While such obvious duties are neglected by 
those entrusted with the compilation of the Pharmacopceia, it is 
of little use to attempt the prevention of adulteration of such 
preparations, through the operation of the Sale of Food and 
Drugs Act.” 

What has our contemporary, the Pharmaceutical Journal, to 
say to this? 


Ar Nottingham, on the 10th inst., Charles Stendall, of East- 
grove, Beech-avenue, was summoned for an offence under the 
Sale of Food and Drugs Act, Mr. Harris prosecuting. In- 
spector Old stated the facts of the case, from which it appeared 
that the defendant refused to supply a sample of milk to tho 
inspector, to whom he denied that he sold milk. The magistrates 





fined the defendant 30s. and costs—42s, in all—and said he had 


given the inspector a lot of trouble. 





_ WEDNESDAY’S PRODUCE MARKETS, 


Gratin—At the Baltic Wheat opened dull, with offers in many 


cases 3d. to 6d. lower, especially for Russian and American descrip- 
tions, and during the day no actual business has been recorded. 
Late yesterday Australian, 6,000qr., January-February shipment, 
made 32s. 6d., and to-day a parcel to London sold at 31s. 3d. net. 
Maize has ruled quiet, with an easier tendency, buyers having 
mostly withdrawn, owing to the weaker advices from Amzerica. 
Barley was in fair demand. Oats firm, but not active. At Mark- 
lane trade was decidedly quiet. English Wheat was in limited 
request at Monday’s rates. Foreign sold slowly at previous quota- 
tions. Flour was in moderate demand at Monday’s adyance. Maize 
was firmer for round sorts, but mixed American was unchanged. 
Barley unaltered, with a quiet trade. At Liverpool wheat had an 
easier tendency, but quotations are not altered. At Edinburgh 
supplies were exceedingly large. Wheat rose 6d., but barley fell 6d. 
Feeding oats were 6d. dearer, while milling oats were unchanged. 
At Glasgow the market was rather slow, while flour was occasionally 
3d. to 6d. better, and Indian corn on spot 9d. to 1s. dearer. Barley 
was firm, and fine Scotch oats 6d. to 1s. better. Irish oatmeal was 
6d. higher. Scotch wheat, 9s. to 14s. 6d. : 


Sucar—British refined is steady in London. Pieces show rather 
more inquiry at firm rates, crystals unchanged in value, and dried 
goods quiet. Foreign refined remains very quiet, in consequence of 
very little ready and January offering, forward neglected. At Liver- 
pool the market for cane continues quite neglected, and no sales 
have been reported, prices remaining quite unchanged in the absence 
of demand from either home or export buyers. Beet closes dull with 
sellers of January, 14s. 3d.; February, 14s. 33d. ; March, 14s. 44d. ; 
April, 14s. 54d. ; May, 14s. 6d.; June, 14s. 63d. Crystals are quiet 
without change—No. 1, 19s. 6d. ; No. 2, 183. 9d. ; granulated 
standard, 18s. 6d. per cwt. At Glasgow the market was firm, with 
a better business in Clyde crushed, which brought yesterday’s prices. 
Beetroot was quoted at 14s. 74d. c.i.f., 88 per cent., and after-pro- 
ducts 12s. f.o.b., 75 per cent. In foreign refined only a small 
business was doing, but quotations were well maintained 


Burrer in a London market was generally flat. Friesland 
although unquoted, tends lower, news of a drop of 13 guilders on the 
other side being cabled to-day. Danish is several shillings lower, 
with choice at 1183. to 122s. Normandy is nominally unchanged, 
best ordinary being 118s. to 120s., and extra mild 124s. to 128s., but 
holders are easier to deal with. Australian remains at 112s. to 114s. 
for selected lots. At Cork the tone of the market continued steady. 
Supplies are still small, and will remain so for a few weeks longer. 
Quotations :—Mild cured, fine mild firkins, 125s. ; mild, ditto, kegs, 
109s. ; ordinary seconds, 115s. ; fourths, 72s. Number of firkins in 
market, 79. The weather is fine. 

Mrat—At the Central Meat Market the supply included 50 tons 
Scotch beef, 350 sides from Liverpool, a moderate supply from 
Deptford, 1,260 refrigerated hind-quarters, 400 fore-quarters, three 
tons Irish, 500 Dutch, and 200 Ostend pigs. Quotations :— i 


8, d 





ag Pa a 8. d. : 
Beef—Inferior 2 Oto2 8 Pork—English 4 4to5 0 
‘Middlng .. 3 4—3 8 Irish .. ~ 4 0—4 4 
Prime - 3 8—4 0 Dutch.. oo 4 O0O—4 6 
Scotch, longsides4 O— .. Ostend oe AP 2. AMS 
Do,, short sides 4 4— .. Mutton—Inferior 2 4—3 0 
Liverpool and Middling - 3&8 4—3 8 
Deptford killed Prime.. - 4 0—4 4 

American .. 3 6—3 8 Scotch o- 4 2—.. 
Refrig, Hind-qr, Dutch.. - 2 8—3 2 

of American 3 4—4 O Frozen Mutton— 

Do,, Fore-qrs, New Zealand 2 6—2 10 
of American 2 6—3 0 Australian .. 110—2 6 
Veal—English 38 8—4 4 River Plate .. 111—2 0 

Dutch we 8—4 4 Frozen Lamb... 3 4— .. 

THE SHIPOWNERS’ COMMISSION AND SAILORS’ 
~ FOOD. 


From numerous letters that have reached us respecting the 
proceedings of this bogus commission, we extract the following, 
which is interesting, for the reason that the writers are them- 
selves one of the largest ship victualling firms in the country :— 

lst. The goods generally bought by mess stewards are of the 
lowest character. 

2nd. “ Poor Jack” should, we think, have the best of food, 
and not buy at very high prices lard mixtures, skim milk, adul- 
terated cheese, &e. 

3rd. Stewards often ask us for prices, and state that every- 
thing must be of the cheapest description. 

4th. Government should step in, and either ration the ship’s 
company entirely with everything they want of the best quality, 
or see that good stuff is sold in the canteens at reasonable prices, 
certainly at not more than 2 per cent. than the same can be bought 
at ordinary retail shops. How can the British sailor work well 
or fight on margarine, skim milk, commonest American cheese, 
adulterated lard, commonest American flour? We confess we 
cannot answer this question. Perhaps the Seamen’s Food Com- 
mittee may be able to do so for us. A body that could arrange 
for some one to solemnly assert that “ Poor Jack” had meat 
from the same joint as Vanderbilt ought to be able to do any- 
thing in the way of proving that black is white, so the above 
question may be answerable by them. 
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NESTLE’S FOOD. 


FOR 


INFANTS AND 


INVALIDS. 








“My Baby was Dying ie 


“Kindly post me to-morrow WITHOUT fail, for an invalid baby, another 4-lb, tin 


for which money is enclosed. 


“FRAME FOOD’ DIET. 


I consider it simply INVALUABLE ; MY BABY WAS DYING of DEBILITY, nothing 


suited him, and in FIVE WEEKS it has made him thoroughly healthy and strong.”’ 


Above is not an ordinary testimonial, but an extract from letter received from Mrs. CRAWSHAW, Kinkgaupron, Srrarron, Norru Devon 





WHEAT PHOSPHATES NOURISH BRAIN and FRAME, FORM BONE, Peet and MUSCLE, and ENRICH the bid 





Is a Cooked Food, 
strengthened with the 


“FRAME FOOD” EXTRACT of WHEAT PHOS- 
PHATES, and therefore the 


MOST NUTRITIOUS FOOD in the WORLD. 
For INFANTS ; Developing Bones, Muscles, Teeth, Brain. 
For INVALIDS ; Restorative and Invigorating. 
For ADULTS ; A Delicious Breakfast and Supper Dish ; 
Increases Vigour, Restores Strength. 





Is made of the 


“FRAME FOOD” EXTRACT of WHEAT PHOS- 
PHATES and PURE CANE SUGAR, and is therefore 
MOST NOURISHING; it is DELICIOUS eaten as jam on 
bread and butter, an excellent substitute for MALT EXTRACT : 
being CHEAPER, NICER, and more NOURISHING. 


3-/b. Sample in handsome enamelled Tin sent free on receipt of 3d. to es wean f- Dor by Male Ex tracs ecses a 


cover postage. 


Sold by Grocers, Chemists, &c., in ‘Tins, 1 Ib. at 1s., 4 lbs. at 3s. 9d., 
or sent carriage paid by 


Sold by Chemists, Grocers, &c., in jars about 12 lbs., at 1s. 


Sample | 1b. jar sent post free for 10d. by 
FRAME FOOD Coc., LD., Lombard Road, BATTERSEA, LONDON, S.W. 








THE BEST FOOD FOR COLD WEATHER IS 


EDWARDS DESICCATED SOUP. 


IN FOUR VARIETIES. 


BROWN-—Beef and carefully selected garden Vegetables. GRAVINA—EDWARDS’ Gravy Powder. 
WHITE VEGETABLE-—A purely Vegetable Preparation. 
DESICCATE D SOUP—TOMATO—Containing all the valuable, agreeable, and health-giving properties 


he fresh tomato, perfect and unimpaired. 
Sold by mall respectable Grocers, &c. Cookery Book, post free. Sore Manuracturers— 


FREDERICK KING & CO., 3-6, CAMOMILE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


Awarded a Silver Medal at the International Health Exhibition, 1884. 


TUSONS DISINFROTANTS. 


AUTHORISED BY 





H.M. BOARD OF TRADE. 








mE, UW LID eo POWDER. 


Used largely by the CITY OF LONDON for deodorising the wood pavements, market purposes, etc. ; also by the LONDON 
COUNTY COUNCIL, Hornsey, Beckenham Grantham, Doncaster and other Local Boards, Hospitals, Railways, etc. 


No household should be without them, as they destroy not merely mask bad smells. 
ca Pacers Bee or a ce and Public Analyst for the City of London (Dr. SEDGWICK SAONDERS, 
in an official report to the Commissioners ot Sewers as far back as 1889, states as follows :— “During 
rite heh acc? aie T ete) found ‘ Tuson’s D isis Pr orING Fuurp’ extremely valuable for watering the public roadways, for which 
purpose a 2 or 3 per cent. solution may be used.” 
Dr. Thorne Thorne, C.B., F.R.S., Principal Medical Officer of H.M. Local Government 


Board, in his Memorandum arr 26th, 1892, on HPIDEMIC DISEASE «dvires 
3 os “hse use of PERCHLORIDE OF MERCURY and SULPHUROUS ACID. 


—Tuson’s Disinfectants contain these two substances in large quantities and various forms. 
Order of your Local Chemist, and if not obtainable apply for Pamphlet and full particulars 


New Chariton Keat, orto’ City Offices: 106-7 Palmerston Buildings, Old Broad street, E.C. 


New Charlton, Kent, or the 
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ENTERED AT STATIONERS’ HALL, 


Vor. I.—No. 25. LONDON: SATURDAY, JANUARY 28, 1898, 0 ee ra 


PRICE ONE. “PENNY 
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IB 


Casas 


“The name CADBURY-on any packet of Cocoa is a guarantee of purity.” 
—Medical Annual. 























* The typical Cocoa of English Manufacture, absolutely pure.’”’—The Analyst, 


NESTLE'S SWISS MILK. 


RAWLINGS’ MINERAL WATERS 


AS SUPPLIED TO 
ER, ee ees et Oe ENT 
GINGER BEER AS BREWED THE LAST HUNDRED YEARS, 


IN STONE BOTTLES AND CASKS. 
GOLD MWEDALLIST FOR PURITY AND EXCELLENCE, 


ramos RAWLINGS,; LbMlT ED, 


NASSAU STREET, LONDON, W. 


ENRICHES 
AND FLAVOURS 
SOUPS, 
GRAVIES, 
ENTREES, &c. 


AL 












The Guaranteed Product of Prime Ox Beef, 
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_ MADE FROM. 


ROBINSON'S PATENT (ROATS 


DELICIOUS and NUTRITIOUS. 


INSIST ON HAVING 


BORWICK’S s80RwiICck's: 


WHICH IS FREE FROM ALUM. 


IT IS THE B KING 600,000 PACKAGES 
BEST THAT MONEY A SOLD WEEKLY. 


CAN BUY. 


Perfectly Pure and Wholesome. P 0 W D E R : 
IRVEN BROTHERS 


Bank Buildi Victoria Street 
Tt anit atotaheth K Rh a | LIVERPOOL. 
WARRANTED PURE 


“LI-VER” BRAND OF LARD. 


GCRUEL CHEAPNESS 





Surely these words apply to the low-priced Baking Powders sold, containing in some instances a quarter of their bulk ALUM. Persons 
eating food containing it are SERIOUSLY INJURED, and children taking it day by day suffer from indigestion in its worst form, 


CRUEL CHEAPNESS— 


because the persons using it have no idea of hurtful effects. 


FREEWAN'S BAKING & EGG POWDER 


Contains NO ALUM or any injurious ingredient, and has had a gale all over the kingdom for twenty-two years. 
Ten Analytical Chemists testify to its strength and purity. PROPRIETORS’ guarantee on each BOX. 


t<> Sold by every London Wholesale House at List Prices. Lists on application. 


FREEMAN & HILDYARD, LONDON, S.E. 


Liverpool Branch—60, Stanley Street. Birmingham Branch—47, Soho Hill. 
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“MALT-COFFEE.” 


(Patented.) 


Prepared from delicious Mocha Coffee and Nourishing Malt. It 
does not excite the Nerves like pure Coffee, or effect the liver like 
Gerke prevents and cures indigestion, and is as nourishing as Ale 
or Stout. 


Grocers will find this a good paying Coffee, without risk of Prosecution. 


MALT -COFFEE COMPANY. 
(Proprietors, KRIKORIAN BROS.) 


MONUMENT BUILDINGS, LONDON, E.C. 


CALLARD’S FOODS 


DIABETES—INDIGESTION—OBESITY, 
146, NEW BOND STREET, LONDON. 


PUBLIC ANALYYIGAL JOURNAI 
AND SANITARY REVIEW. 











Drugs andy 


—THE— 
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All communications for the Editors to be addressed to the Editors, 
183, Strand, London, W.C. 
Advertisements to be addressed to The Publisher, and if intended for 
the current issue should reach the Office, 183, Strand, London, W.C., by 
Thursday morning. 








CONDENSED MILK. 


A PROFESSOR’S AND A SOLICITOR'S SCIENCE. 





Tr has fallen to our lot to read many astonishing assertions made 
by defending solicitors in adulteration prosecutions, but those of 
a Mr. Kenshole in the Ystrad Condensed Mi:k case are, without 
doubt, the most ridiculous and unwarranted that we have ever 
seen advanced in a court. Professor G. T. Brown, C.B., isa 
director of the Veterinary Department of the Board of Agricul- 
ture. He may bean authority of eminence on milk, but we must 
confess that we have never had reason to suspect him of this, That 
Dr. Vieth and like unassuming scientists are authorities, we have 
conclusive evidence, but they would not be as Professor Brown, 
C.B. is—if we are to believe Mr. Kenshole—responsible for such 
outrageous insults to common sense and scientific knowledge, as 
the statement, “that abstraction of the fat from milk, does not 
interfere with the nutritious portion of the milk,” and that 
“skimmed milk is of more value for fattening and muscle-form- 
ing purposes than the richest unskimmed milk.” Tho opinions 
of Sir Andrew Clark, Sir Dyce Duckworth, Mr. Jonathan 
Hutchinson, Dr. Gutteridge, and of many hundreds of other 
medical authorities of eminence, who have approved of or signed 
the memorial for presentaticn to the Right Hon. H. H. 
Fowler, to secure condensed skimmed milks being labelled with 
the word “skimmed ” in as large a type as the other letters, are 
flatly contradictory of the assertion credited to Professor 
Brown. Lest it may be used in any further “skimmed 
condensed, milk defences, we think it well that it should be 


once shown to be nonsense of the poorest kind. Condensed 
milk made from “separated” milk from which 78 per cent. of the 
fat has been abstracted, is not entitled to be even called 
“skimmed” milk. “ Skimmed milk,” says Dr. Vacher, “is milk 
from which the cream has been removed by skimming, after it 
has stood some hours.” ‘Separated milk,” says the same 
authority in his Food Inspectors’ Handbook, “is milk from 
which the cream has been removed in a machine called a “ cream 
separator.” Almost the whole of the cream is separated 
from the milk, and in this respect, “separated milk” 
differs from “skimmed milk,’ in which only the cream 
which rises is removed.” The labelling, therefore, in the 
case tried at the Ystrad Police-court, on the 16th, was a decep~ 
tion of the purchaser, the contents being “ separated milk” and 
not “skimmed milk,” as stated on the tin. We leave this 
point, however, to come to the extraordinary science ascribed to 
Professor Brown—“ that skimmed milk is of more value for fat- 
tening and muscle-forming purposes than the richest unskimmed 
milk.” If we take an ordinary milk, containing fat, 4 per cent,, 
milk sugar 44 per cent., and casein 3:5 per cent., the abstraction 
of the fat, it is true, increases the casein, but only to an infinitesi- 
mal extent; whilst the heat-forming properties have been decreased 
by 3 to 4 per cent., as in the case of the milk in question. It 
is thoroughly well known that food without fat will not of itself 
do to sustain life. Peas, for example, are highly nitrogenous, 
but they are universally eaten with fatty matter, otherwise they 
would be well nigh indigestible. Children—and it must be re- 
membered that these separated condensed milks are la gely used 
for infants’ feeding—cannot live without fat in their food. Of 
all fats butter is the most easily digested. For example, were a - 
person to swallow 4 ounces of olive oil—one of the very best oilsa— 
the result would be to cause diarrhoea, but the same amount of 
butter fat may be eaten in pastry or otherwise with no ill effect, 
whatever, but rather with benefit. This is even more true with 
cream where the particles of fat globules are very small, and can 
be readily attacked by the gastric juices. Therefore, 
to remove the fat from milk, ani especially from milk 
for infants’ diet, is to take away the most valuable 
and digestible constituent. The casein which is the 
nutritive property remaining is by no means easy to digest, and 
is especially difficult to digest in separated milk, It digests much 
more rapidly when mixed with fat and other food constituents, 
but infants cannot take such other food constituents. The 
specious argument is here advanced that the cane sugar added 
to condensed separated milk, takes the place of the fat ab- 
stracted. This is untrue. The excessive amount of sugar neces- 
sitates very large dilution of the condensed milk with water, 
before the milk becomes sufticiently palatable to enable a baby to 
take it. 

Assuming that it takes three pounds of the separated milk to 
make one pound of the condensed milk, the total amount of 
casein present in the one pound tin in question would be 11 to 
12 per cent. This diluted until palatable, necessitates the ad- 
dition usually of from seven to ten times its bulk of water, 
which brings the amount of casein down to a little over one por 
cent. In plain words, the baby is sucking little better than 
water. This shows in a glaring light the folly of the statement 
attributed to Professor Brown, and how dangerous condensed 
milks, from which nearly a!l the fat has been abstracted, are 
when used for feeding infants. The legitimate use for such dairy 
bye products in Ireland is for pigs, but we have Ireland's 
Viceroy and the law encouraging American pig-raisers to ruin 
Irish industries, and practically extirpating the lrish bacon and 
ham trade. Looked at in any light, therefore, the decision of the 
Ystrad magistrate one, inasmuch as the 
tin was labelled and was not 


was a wrong 
“skimmed milk,” 
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‘‘skimmed,” but “separated milk.” It was, therefore, not 
of the nature, substance, and quality of the article demanded 
by the purchaser, “and the purchaser was clearly prejudiced 
thereby,” which constitutes an offence under Clause 6 of the Act 
of 1875. Other magistrates tak such a view, as is shown in the 

ollowing case :—“ On Novembe 3rd, 1890, Mr. W. Truster, of 
‘Robert-street, Oxford-street, w. summoned by the St. George’s 
Vestry for having sold a tin o.%condensed milk labelled ‘ Exhi- 
bition brand’ and ‘ prepared in Lombardy,’ the same having 
had the cream extracted to the extent of 90 per cent. The label 
stated that the milk was pure, only a small percentage of cream 
‘having been extracted from it, and it was specially recommended 
for children and invalids, whereas it resembled nothing but 
sugar and water, and was injurious to those who might regu- 
larly consume it. Mr. Hannay said certain defendants in Liver- 
pool had been convicted of a similar offence. Mr. Truster could 
not have known what the tin contained, and therefore personally 
he was not guilty of any fraud. But still he had sold the 
article, and must pay 20s. and the costs. The magistrate also 
observed that if shopkeepers did not take a guarantee as to 
the quality of the tins of milk they sold they would be liable 
to be fined,” 
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MEAT EXTRACT REVELATIONS.—I. 





Somer weeks ago we commented upon the impropriety of 
chemists and medical men giving puffing testimonials. There are 
daily seen instances of the abuse of such testimonials, which 
have been, doubtless, given in good faith, but are published 
and used by vendors of numerous foods, many of which differ 
entirely in their composition from the original sample analysed 
by the chemist or testimonialised by the medical man. Un- 
scrupulous manufacturers are ever on the watch to pounce 
‘upon any unguarded expression by a famous scientist that 
will enable them to foist upon the public an “ Extract,” a 
“microbe killer,” or that often equally deadly humbug, “a 
patent food.” Perhaps more than any other chemist the 
great Liebig was the victim of exploiteurs of this class. It 
was in vain that he pointed out the fact that “he 
never asserted that extract of meat contained substances 
necessary for the formation of albumen in the blood and 
muscular tissue, and that by the addition of extract of meat to 
our food we neither economise carbon for the maintenance of 
the temperature, nor nitrogen for the sustenance of the organs 
of our body, and that therefore it cannot be called food in the 
ordinary sense.” The scheming manufacturers had got hold 
of a money-making “ humbug,” and they, despite Liebig’s ex- 
postulations, used his name as sponsor for their “ perfect 
foods,” and garbled his language to gull the public. Experi- 
ments, such as those of the French savant, who proved that at 
the most the preparations then manufactured could only be 
regarded as stimulants, had no effect. The craze grew, and 
the dishonest filchers of Liebig’s brains, and distorters of his 
statements, amassed fortunes, The French chemist took 
several dogs and fed some of them upon meat extract, to others 
he gave ordinary meat, and to other dogs no food whatever. 
The dogs fed upon the ** meat extracts” died of starvation, and suc- 
cumbed sooner than those to whom all food was denied. This 
would look at first sight as though ordinary meat extracts had 
no value whatever, but such a sweeping conclusion would be 
unwarranted. They act as stimulants, and in these experi- 
ments caused in consequence a more rapid exhaustion of the 
vital forces. Meat extracts therefore should not be relied upon 
alone, but be given with nutritive food. 

The quack impostor, “ Professor Holloway,” it is said, once 
pestered a well-known journalist to give him an introduction 
to Thackeray. The great novelist did not catch the name, and 
believing the quack to be a distinguished general, com- 
plimented him as though he were a Wellington, which led 
the pill merchant to explain more fully who and what he was. 
“‘T regret the error,” Thackeray answered, “but after all it 
was a very natural one, for you also must have slain your 
thousands.” Similarly, the makers of many much lauded foods 
may justly claim that they, too, have slain their thousands. 
Chemists and medical men, as we shall show, who go to the 
length of giving or selling testimonials, incur a grave responsi- 
bility. They may aid in firmly establishing in the public esteem 
swindling preparations innumerable ; and the recommending 
or puffing of any food preparation is a matter that should not 


be done without the gravest consideration and the fullest 
enquiry. Medical men very seldom have the time, and not 
many have the appliances requisite to enable them to know 
the exact constituents of the various food preparations on the 
market that are specially recommended for invalids. 

We have recently had submitted to us samples of a prepara- 
tion, labelled Coleman’s Wincarnis—or Liebig’s Extract of 
Meat and Malt Wine, prepared by Coleman and Co., Norwich. 
The samples were accompanied by the following reports. 
Perhaps it was believed by the manufacturers that, on the 
strength of these testimonials, we would not on our part sub- 
mit the samples to any searching analysis. The eulogies were 
as follows :— 

REPORT ON COLEMAN’S LIEBIG’S EXTRACT OF MEAT 
AND MALT WINE, 


By Francis Sutton, Esq., F.C.S., Public Analyst for the County of 
Norfolk, ete. 
‘¢Norrotk County ANALYstT’s OFrFIcE, 
Lonpon-stREET, Norwicu, July 25th, 1888. 
“Francis Surron, F.C.8., Analytical and Consulting 
Chemist, Author of Handbook of Volumetric Analysis, 
Chemist to the Norfolk Chamber of Agriculture, Gas 
Examiner for the City of Norwich. 

“T hereby certify that I have made an exhaustive analysis of the 
Meat and Malt Wine prepared by Messrs. Coleman & Co., Limited, 
Norwich, with a view to determine chiefly whether it really contains an 
appreciable quantity of Meat Extract, and whether it is entitled to be 
classed as a suitable dietetic stimulant for invalids. The result of my 
analysis proves that it does contain a suitable proportion of all the most 
valuable principies consained in Liebig’s Extract of Meat. It is well 
Known by physiologists that this extract is not valued for the ordinary 
albumenoids (such as gelatine aud albumen), which are indeed, excluded 
to a large extent by the process of manufacture, but that its chief value, 
as shown by Baron Liebig himself, consists in its containing those 
essential principles peculiar to flesh, and which have a remarkable 
restorative power over the nervous system of invalids, thus rendering 
Liebig’s Extract fameus. In addition to these valuable substances 
the wine also contains a considerable quantity of Malt Extract, which 
is also well known and appreciated as an excellent restorative in cases 
of debility. 

‘“¢ In addition to this the wine is of pure, natural quality, free from 


sophistication. 
As witness my hand, 


(Signed) ‘FRANCIS SUTTON, 
“« Public Analyst for the County of Norfolk, ete.” 


REPORT ON AN ANALYSIS OF COLEMAN’S LIEBIG’S 
EXTRACT OF MEAT AND MALT WINE, 


By Charles R. C. Tichborne, L.L.D., F.C.S., L.A.H.1., Fellow of the 
Institute of Chemistry; Lecturer on Chemistry, Carmichael 
College of Medicine; Chemist to the Apothecaries’ Hall of 
Ireland ; Analyst to the County of Longford, etc. 


‘615, NortH Great GEORGE’S-STREET, DvBLIN, 
Date of Report, 13 Aug., 1888. 
‘*T have made a careful examination of Coleman’s Liebig’s Ex- 
tract af Meat and Malt Wine, and I can certify that it is a preparation 
having the exact composition described by Messrs. Coleman & Co.’s 


————S-~—S 


advertisements ; that is to say, it is a mixture of Port Wine, Licbig’s 


Extract of Meat, and Malt Extract. 

“T can certify that it contains the above ingredients, including a 
considerable quantity of solid nitrogenous products of the same nature 
as found in Liebig’s Extract of Meat. 

“Ttis extremely palatable, a very important point when we cons 
sider the special cases where this preparation is likely to be used. 

“ Coleman’s wine must be a powerful restorative as it consists of a 
mild alcoholic stimulant combined with the extracts representing a 
mized diet of cereals and meat in a concentrated form. 

‘“‘ Thave no doubt that it will be found invaluable where such a diet 
is required in this concentrated form, and yet capable of easy assimila- 


tion. 


(Signed) ‘“CHARLES R. C. TICHBORNE.” 


- The result of our analyst’s examination is as follows :— 


“TI hereby certify that I have received a sample of Coleman's 
Wincarnis from the editor of Food, Drugs and Drink, and that I 
have carefully analysed the sample. I find that it yields, as the 
result of two closely agreeing analyses, 0°087 and 0-082 per cent. of 
total nitrogen. The sample is, therefore, practically well nigh devoid 


of extract of meat, 
Tae Consunring ANAvyst.” 
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It will be seen that Mr. Francis Sutton certifies that the 
substance contains “a suitable proportion of all the most valu- 
able principles contained in Liebig’s Extract of Meat, whilst 
Dr. Tichborne states that it includes a considerable quantity 
of solid nitrogenous products, of the same nature as found in 
Liebig’s Extract of Meat, and that the extracts represent a 
“toixed diet of cereals and meat. in a concentrated form.” 
Doubtless the substances analysed by these two chemists were 
_ of the nature shown in their analyses, but the case furnishes a 
most striking object lesson, which the givers of testimonials 
would do well to take seriously to heart. 

Doubtless it has been by some such means that 


VALENTINE’S MEAT JUICE 


has come to be regarded by the medical profession as being as 
first-class a preparation as it isahigh priced one. Of this meat 
extract a noted physician says: “Preparations of meat juice 
are in the market, especially Valentines, which are very suit- 
able for the invalid.” This preparation, it will be remembered, 
is the “ food” that was given to the invalid, James Maybrick, 
whose wife, accused and tried for his murder, narrowly 
escaped hanging, and is at present confined in prison. We do 
not know if any of the medical men who recommend it have 
taken the trouble to acquaint themselves with the exact con- 
stituents of this meat juice, or if the medical experts who gave 
evidence in the Maybrick case, went the length of analysing 
James Maybrick’s food as well as his poisons. Had they done 
so they would have found that an invalid fed upon Valentine’s 
meat juice may be literally starved to death, and that James 
Maybrick—an . alleged confirmed arsenic eater—deprived of 
that drug,in the doses he was accustomed to, and fed on 
‘Valentine’s Meat Juice asa perfect food, may just as likely 
_ have gone to his grave for want of nutrition as by arsenic 
administered by his wife. The following is an analysis we 
have just made of this preparation, which is about the most 
expensive meat juice manufactured, and is recommended and 
prescribed by fashionable physicians innumerable. 





Water ee ee ee ee ee ee 55°24 
Fat (Ether Extract) .. oe ee oe 4°80 
Gelatine and Albuminoids te Ne ie 0:93 
Peptone .. Pe a. ae ee oe 1:55 
Creatine and Meat bases ao ve ate 18-27 
Salt ae Hg cs we ore oe 2°62 
Other Mineral Matters .. ae ae af 8°51 
Non-Nitrogenous Extractives .. ae ee 8-08 

100-00 


As will be seen, this analysis reveals the fact that Valentine’s 
so-called ‘‘ Meat Juice ” is not a meat juice pure and simple at 
all. Jt contains but 2°48 per cent. of peptone plus albumen, 
and 18:27 per cent. of meat bases, showing most conclusively 
that it is not meat juice—if it were the proportions would be 
entirely reversed. It appears to be an ordinary meat extract 
diluted with water, and its value just a few pence. It sells at 
3s. per small bottle, and is lauded and testimonialised by some 
hundreds of medical men, and, so the maker says, by the 
following representative journals :— 


‘‘ VALENTINE’S Preparation oF Meat Juice.—Not only is the 
flavour of the meat admirably preserved, but the albumen of the juice 
is retained in perfect solution, as is proved by the ease with which it 
coagulates on boiling or mixture with dilute nitric acid. The pre- 
paration is, therefore, most valuable both as a stimulant and food, 
and we have no hesitation in recommending it highly.” —The Lancet 
(London) December 28, 1878, 


‘ VaLENTINE’s Muat-Juice.—This preparation, as its name implies, 
is the juice of meat expressed by a powerful hydraulic press. Unlike 
simple extracts of meat, it contains a large quantity of albumen in 
solution along with some he»moglobin. Altogether, we think that 
this Juice will be of great service to the physician as affording a con- 
centrated and easily assimilated form of nutriment.”—The Practi- 
tioner (London), June, 1878. 


Editorial from Atlantic Journal of Medicine, October, 1883.— 
‘‘ What patients and physicians need is a fluid holding in solution 
the nutritious principles and salts of the beef—a concentrated, fluid 
extract of meat, which will, alone, not only sustain life, but afford 
material for strengthening the patient, and at the same time be 
welcome to the most delicate stomach. .. . Our senior editor 
bears witness to the adaptability of VaALENTINE’s Mrat-Jvuice to yellow 
fever patients, whose digestive organs are, we might say, entirely 
incompetent to perform their functions.” 


Editorial Virginia Clinical Record.‘ We can, from a fair experi- 
ence of this preparation, recommend it to the profession as possess- 
ing all of the qualities requisite in a concentrated form of nourish- 
ment, without the unpleasant taste which belongs to those we have 
hitherto been using. Mr. Valentine has conferred a great boon upon 
us by making his essence pure and strong, and yet so palatable that 
the most delicate stomach will not be offended by it.” 


To all of which testimonials we, for the present, content our- 
selves by saying, bosh!! as we say to those of the hundreds of 
medical men who have written eulogising “ Wincarnis.” 


Our contemporary, The Pharmaceutical Fournal, recently com- 
plained that it was grotesque and obnoxious to find the public 
analyst rampant, scolding tradesmen for dishonesty, the public 
for indifference, and local anthorities for neglecting their 
duties. If the public analysts wanted any defence, the 
instances here given would be more than ample, but they do 
not require one. These cases, and that of the swindling disin- 
fectant referred to in another column, as well as the scores of 
other like impostures, which it will be our duty in the public 
interest to publish, show the damage done to health and 
pocket through the non-existence of such a State-supported 
society for analytical research, as we have again and again 
shown the necessity for. At present these shameful impos- 
tures flourish, because it is no one’s business to expose them. 
The duty of protecting the public from fraud should not 
devolve upon individuals. It is obviously one for the State to 
undertake, and a State-supported body of scientists should, in 
the interests of the whole community, make a thorough en- 
quiry into the entire question of the food supply, patent pre- 
parations, quack nostrums, etc., and fasten the indelible mark 
of full public condemnation and exposure upon such as are 
manifestly shams. Every day overwhelms us with an 
avalanche of new “extracts,” “foods” and “ pills,’ some of 
them poisonous, and nearly all barefaced swindles. The pro- 
tection of the public from the wiles of the “ professors ” in- 
numerable is a national question, and the sooner it is recog- 
nised as such the better for the health of the masses. Of all 
mean impostures, however, this of preparing worthless trash 
for the sick is the very vilest. 


(To be continued). 





ALUM IN BAKING POWDER. 


THE FIRST CONVICTION. 


Richard Morgan, grocer, Tynewydd, was summoned at Pontypridd, 
on the 18th inst., for selling adulterated baking powder. Mr. 
Phillips defended. Superintendent Jones conducted the prosecu- 
tion. The analyst’s report showed that the mixture consisted of 54 
parts of alum and 46 parts of bi-carbonate of soda. The case was 
partly heard at the Ystrad police-court on the previous Monday, and 
adjourned in order to obtain the evidence of an expert as to the 
proper constituents of baking powder.—Mr. Key, chemist, Ponty- 
pridd, deposed that tartaric acid and bi-carbonate of soda were the 
proper ingredients to make baking powder. Alum produced a similar 
effect to tartaric acid as regards causing dough “to rise.’’—Superin- 
tendent Jones quoted from reports of Mr. Otto Hehner showing that 
the use of alum in food was injurious to health.—The preparation, 
said Mr. Phillips, was an American one.—A fine of £1 13s. 6d. was 
imposed. 


The defendant's solicitor was primed with the usual “ opinions ” 
of Dr. Wynter Blythe, Dr. Thudichvum, Mr. Francis Sutton, and 
that striking legal luminary, Mr. Bulwer, Q.C., who, from the 
deep recesses of his mighty intellect, gave at Cambridge the 
decision that baking powder was not an article of food. Thanks, 
however, to the exhaustive articles that have from time to time 
been published in this journal on the question, Superintendent 
Jones was fortified with facts more than sufficient to utterly 
demolish the opinions of these “ eminent” authorities. Precisely 
the same arguments were used for the defence as were employed 
in the Ilkeston case. We wondered, in the Ilkeston prosecution, 
how any sane men could come to such a decision as was there 
given, and it is greatly to Mr. Jones’s credit that he had so 
thoroughly mastered the question that he was prepared for all 
the points raised by the defence —all evidently carefully calcu- 
lated to “fog” the question, as the following excerpts from the 
evidence will show :— 

Mr. Phillips, solicitor for the defence, cross-examining Supt. 
Jones, said: “ You know that alum is“always mixed with baking 
powder? If you have read Dr. Bell’s opinion on the matter, 
and noticed the decision of Mr. Bulwer, Q.C., you must know 
that baking powder is not an article of food until it is mixed 
with the dough. You must also know that five eminent medical 
authorities testify to the fact that baking powder, made with 
alum, is not detrimental to health.” To these and other specious 
questions,‘Supt. Jones replied by proving, from the facts given in 
this journal, that the “opinions” of the five eminent medical 
men, and the wondrous Q.C., were not worth one moment's 
serious consideration. 

Mr. W. H. Key, chemist, Pontypridd, who testified to the 
proper constituents of baking powder, stated them to be tartaric 
acid and bi-carbonate of soda, and that if alum were added it 
must be an adulteration very injurious to health. 

Answering the Stipendiary’s query as to an authority for his 
statement, Mr. Key stated that he had referred to Mr. Beazley’s 
book, and to ordinary cookery books. He had made baking 
powder for years and had never heard of alum being used for it. 
The solicitor for the defence fared no better at Mr. Key’s hands 
then he did at those of Supt. Jones, To Mr, Phillips’s cross-exami- 


nation question, “Do you mean to say that alum is injurious to 
health ?” Mr. Key gave an emphatic ‘“ Yes, most decidedly.” 
Mr. Key stated that alum, mixed with baking powder, would 
make unwholesome bread, that whatever Dr. Thudichum’s 
opinion might be to the contrary that opinion was wrong, as 
would also be any statement of Mr. Sutton to that effect. 

The Stipendiary, in giving his decision, stated the real ques- 
tion was the need of having a clear description of the ingredients 
that go to make baking powder. He was satisfied that alum 
was injurious to health, and that it was probably added instead 
of a more expensive article. The facts given by Supt. Jones, 
and the opinion of Mr. Key, said the Stipendiary, tallied with 
his own knowledge, and he had decided to convict and fine the 
defendant. 

Superintendent Jones deserves well of the public for bringing 
forward this case, and being thoroughly armed with facts to 
combat the loose assertions of the “ five eminent medical men,” 
and we hope this prosecution will be followed forthwith by pro- 
secutions for such adulterations everywhere throughout London 
and the provinces. It is not often that we find it possible to 
quote any saying of Dr. Bell’s with approval), but as his opinion 
was quoted by the defence to sustain alum adulteration, we give 
the only views we know of his on the question :— 


‘Whichever view is held, there can be little difference of opinion 
that the safest course to adopt, is to regard the addition of alum as 
unnecessary in the process of baking, and that when it is found its 
presence should be dealt with as a clear case of adulteration.’’—Dr. 
Bell, on Foods, p. 132, Vol. II. 


We must say that we do not see how he could well entertain 
any other opinion, in the light of the experiments that have been 
made of the effect of alum in baking powder. 

To take for example those of Dr. Henry A. Mott, Ph.D., whoin 
the “ Analyst,” Vol. V., records a series of experiments which, 
whilst they fully prove the dangerous and hurtful effects of alum 
in baking powder, just as decisively show that “cream of tartar 
baking powder,” as made by four or five leading manufactuers 
of repute, is a perfectly healthy aerating agent. These experi- 
ments by Dr. Mott may well be commended to the attention of all 
venders and users of baking powders. They utterly demolish 
the “ pig fattening” theory of Mr. Francis Sutton, the Norwich 
analyst and the extraordinary scientific evidence advanced for 
the defence at the Ilkeston prosecution. 

Dr. Mott first took two dogs of 30 lbs. and 35 lbs. weight. 
To these dogs he gave eight biscuits each, containing a tea- 
spoonful of “alum baking powder.’ In about four hours 
both were very sick and vomited, with trembling in their 
limbs, bowels at first very loose, afterwards constipated: the 
next day appetite did not return, and one of them vomited 
frequently. To make assurance doubly sure that the sickness 
and vomiting was caused by the alumed baking powder, Dr. 
Mott took three more dogs of weights varying between ten 
pounds and forty pounds. He fed these with biscuits contain- 
ing only half as much of the alumed baking powder as was used 
in the first experiment. The smallest dog was sick and vomited 
within one and a half hours after; the second dog was very 
loose in the bowels, and the largest dog was constipated. The 
smallest dog curiously enough, showed far more sense than the 
medical experts who gave evidence in defence of the “ alumed 
baking powder” at Ilkeston, who declared they used the indicted 
baking powder in their own families, The canine’s instinct was 
such that it would eat no more of the biscuits made with the 
harmful alumed baking powder. Dr. Mott did not let his ex- 
periments rest here ; he resolved to test the effect of “‘ cream of 
tartar baking powder,” and took three more dogs, which he fed 
with biscuits made with “ cream of tartar baking powder” the 
amount of the baking powder being precisely the same as in the 
first experiment recorded above. Tho dogs weighed 15, 20, and 
85 lbs. respectively, The two largest were fed entirely on the 
biscuits for two days, and ate well. ‘I'he third and smallest dog 
was fed on the biscuits for four days, and ate with the same 
appetite, without showing the slightest sign of sickness, 


In the Ilkeston case it was alleged for the defence not only 
that baking powder was not a food, but that the alum in 
course of effervescence became harmless hydrate of alumina, Mr. 
Francis Sutton stating this hydrate of alumina to be a simple 
inert matter which passed away with the faces, without injury to 
the system. This statement was supported by Dr. J. W. 
Thudichum, Dr. Wynter Blythe, Dr. Tobin, and Dr. Potter. 


Further experiments with the hydrate of alumina, so lauded, 
were made by Dr. Henry A. Mott, who says :— 


“Four dogs were fed with precipitated hydrate of alumina mixed 
with meat, one weighing 18 lbs. was given 163 grains mixed with 
meat; after two hours he vomited for nearly three hours; another of 
20 lbs. weight was given 54 grains; in four and a half hours he was 
sick ; the other two were similarly affected. The meat was vomited 
during the night undigested. 

One dog was fed with phosphate of alumina mixed with meat, and 
although he did not vomit he quickly lost his liveliness, and bright- 
ness of eye, and was evidently quite sick, 
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Four more dogs were fed with meat mixed with burnt alum ; allot & 


them were taken with violent sickness, and vomiting and trembling | 
of the limbs, when so little as one-fourth or one-eighth of an ounce © 


only had been taken. 

Dr. Henry A. Mott next describes experiments made with 
gastric juice. 

To 3 grammes of gastric juice obtained from healthy dogs was 


a 


added 0:0403 grammes fibrine, and kept at a temperature 85-100 F., — 


and twenty-three hours at ordinary temperature, only one-fourth of 
the fibrine was dissolved. 


To 3 grammes more was added 0:5 grammes alum, and 0:0403 © 


. 
. 


7 


fibrine; after two hours at 95-100 F., and twenty-three hours at © 


ordinary temperature, three-fourths of the fibrine 
dissolved. 


To 3 grammes of the juice was added 0:25 grammes of coagulated 
white of egg; 


only was 


after two hours digestion at 95-100 F. half was 


dissolved; and on the addition of three grammes more, and a — 


further digestion of two hours, it had completely disappeared. 


To 3 grammes of gastric juice and 0°25 white of egg, was added 


0:031 gramme of hydrate of alumina; after four hours digestion at 
95-100 F., and 15 hours contact at ordinary temperature not a 
particle had dissolved. 


To 3 grammes of gastric juice and 0:25 gramme white of egg, 0°25 


gramme of alum was added; after digestion as before, not a particle — 


of albumen had dissolved. 

To 3 grammes of gastric juice and 0:1 gramme of white of egg, 0°1 
gramme of phosphate of alumina was added; after digestion as 
before, none of the white of egg had dissolved. 

The author further had dogs that had been fed with food con- 
taining hydrate and phosphate of alumina for four days, killed 
and examined; he found alumina in the blood, heart, liver, 
spleen and kidneys. 


The use of alumed baking powders, is, as has been shown by 
Dr. Mott’s and Mr. Hehner’s experiments given by us in 
previous issues, a hindrance to digestion. Mr. Hehner’s 
experiments showed the action on adults to be extremely 
hurtful. .What then, must be the effect upon children who 
eat pastry made with the injurious baking powder? It is 
not too much to say that, not only the makers of these 
harmful alumed baking powders, but the grocers who vend them 
and thus assist in the shameful trade of their manufacture, do a 
vast amount of harm to the health of their customers. The one 
great disease of our time is indigestion, and through the preva- 
lence of it, the charlatans who make and puff quack nostrums of 
pills and syrups, etc,, reap colossal fortunes by selling at several 
shillings per ounce, substances that cost but 4d. to 6d. per lb. 
Public health, however, is not a matter that the makers of 
alumed baking powders consider. In the race for wealth, they 
are able to soothe their consciences by the reflection, that the 
harmful alum they use costs them but 163. per cwt., whilst the 
tartaric acid that ought to be used costs about £9 10s. per cwt. 
The reason for its use, is therefore, a rlain one. It is in the 
light of the facts we have given, as disgraceful a reason as ever 
the most unscrupulous rascality could advance. Alum may destroy 
the nutritive value of the poor man’s “ staff of life,” as the Lancet 
says, by reducing very materially the food value, and rendering 
both the nutritious and the bone-forming constituents of his food 
insoluble and indigestible, but its use saves the dishonest makers 
thousands of pounds. The fraud is therefore, pursued with zest, 
with the result that there is an alarming increase in dyspepsia, and 
greater sales for quack nostrum vendors. Dr. Dauglish says of the 
action of alum, “ The consequence is that a large portion of the 
gluten and other valuable constituents of the flour are never 
properly dissolved, but pass through the alimentary canal 
without affording any nourishment whatever.” 


The use of alum in baking powder is, therefore, not only an 
adulteration injurious to health, but is fraudulent. If its effect 
be to cause even as little as 5 per cent. of the food eaten to pass 
away with the feces undigested, it costs the public thousands of 
pounds in wasted food. So that even on the score of its cheapness 
over the genuine article, it is false economy to purchase baking 
powders containing alum. We, therefore, hope to see its sale 
peremptorily stopped, and that the successful prosecution at 
Pontypridd will be only the first of many, and that grocers will 
refuse to sell the adulterated article. 





“HpucATING ” THE MANCHESTER SANITARY ComMITTEE. 

Foolish conceit is said to be as good as physic, and if that be 
the case a Mr. F. Pierard, who has sent a letter to the Chair- 
man of the Manchester Sanitary Committee, evidently possesses 
enough to enable him to get through this life without troubling 
any chemist with a prescription. He is apparently a reader of 
the Grocer, which may possibly explain his cocksure, but utterly 
wrong, ideas about water in butter. He tells the Manchester 
Ccmmittee that ‘any one having had any experience in the mani- 
pulation of butter knows that there is not 5 per cent., much less 
15 per cent., of water left in it if properly worked. Anyone but 
a reader of the Grocer would know that there is no butter with 
only 5 per cent. of water. 
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FRY'S PEARL COCOA. 


. IMPORTANT PROSECUTION AND CONVICTION 
AT YSTRAD. 





At the Ystrad Police-court, on the 23rd inst., Elizabeth Evans, 


grocer, Ystrad, was summoned for selling adulterated cocoa. 
_ Superintendent Jones, Pontypridd, prosecuted, and Mr. Cross, 


Bristol, appeared for the defence and:also represented the manufac- 
turers, Messrs. Fry and Sons, Mr, Deacon, manager of the manufac- 
tory, was present. 

_ Superintendent Jones stated that on the 27th ult. he visited the 
defendant’s shop and asked for a packet of cocoa. Defendant handed 
him a packet of ‘ Pearl cocoa,” for which he paid 2d. He stated 
that he purchased the cocoa to have it analysed by the public analyst, 
and offered to divide it into three parts. Defendant preferred to have 
it sent to the analyst as it was. According to the certificate of the 
analyst the packet contained 25 per cent. of cocoa and 75 per cent. of 


_ starch and sugar mixed therewith, or in other words, the sample of 


the mixture contained one part of cocoa and three parts of starch and 
sugar. 
' The Stipendiary: Was anything said as to the quality when the 


_ packet was supplied to you? Nothing whatever, sir. 


- The Stipendiary: What do you say is the value of the mixture? 
The value of the mixture does not exceed seven-eighths of a farthing 
and the cocoa one halfpenny. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Cross, witness stated that to his knowledge 


_ he had not bought Pearl Cocoa on a previous occasion. Witness was 


not sure whether the cocoa for the selling of which a defendant was 
convicted at Pontypridd, was Pearl cocoa. The packet of cocoa in 
the present case weighed } lb. Witness was not in the habit of 
buying cocoa for the purpose of consumption. He stated that he had 
arrived at the conclusion that the quantity of cocoa in the packet 


_ which had been analysed wa3 worth only 34. from the prices he had 


seen in the list of Messrs. Shoot and Co. He had also perused the 
price list of Messrs. Travers and Sons. The prices ranged from 


_ 14s. 64. to 82s. per cwt., and he had taken the medium price as a 


criterion. - 
tie Stipendiary: Cadbury’s Cocoa is sold at much more than 
at. 

Mr. Cross: Mr. Jones, do you know that the price of pure cocoa is 
2d. an ounce. 

Witness : I do not. 

Mr. Cross: The value of pure cocoa is 2d. an ounce, and that is 
the price for which we sell cocoa guaranteed to be pure. 

Mr, Cross, addressing the Bench, remarked that the case was one 
of very great importance to the generality of the retail traders, and 
it was also a matter of great importance to the manufacturers, 
Messrs. Fry and Sons had carried on the business for a number of 
years past, and their ancestors had conducted it from so far back as 
about 150 years ago. The Pearl Cocoa had been sold for about 30 or 
40 years, and it was made at present practically as it was made then. It 
had been in existence, therefore, before the Food and Drugs Act came 
into operation, and it was labelled as such as was considered by the 
manufacturers to be sufficient in accordance with the eighth section 
of the Act. The label stated that the packet contains cocoa com- 
bined with other ingredients of perfect puriity and wholesomeness, 
and which are guaranteed in accordance with the Act of Parliament. 
He was perfectly prepared to admit that the analyst’s report was 
quite correct, though it varied a little from that of the manufac- 
turers’ analyst. He imagined that what the analyst meant by cocoa is 
the essential principal ofc ocoa. The analyst was practically correct, 
but by cocoa is not meant absolutely pure cocoa, but cocoa as is usu- 
ally spoken of in commerce. A great many cases of the kind had 
been decided in regard to the sale of Pearl Cocoa, and there had only 
been one conviction, viz., that at Pontypridd. The addition of 
starch makes cocoa easier to be mixed with boiling water. He un- 
derstood the section of the Act to mean that if a person added some- 
thing to an article in order to obtain more profit by selling a cheaper 
article, the substance had been added tofor the purpose {of frau- 
duently increasing the bulk. But the manufacturers had done 
nothing of the kind. 

Superintendent Jones stated that pure cocoa was bought at 2s. 4d. 

er lb. 
. The Stipendiary remarked that as regard to the question of price 
there was not much difference between the price submitted by Mr. 
Cross and that of the prosecution. 

The defendant having been sworn, stated that she had been in the 
grocery business about 24 years, and that she had no intention of 
defrauding anyone. She believed she was selling pure cocoa when 
she supplied the superintendent with the packei of Pearl Cocoa. She 
only sold Messrs. Fry’s and Sons’ cocoa. 

Mr. Deacon, manager of the works at Bristol, then deposed that 
sago, or what was called starch, had always been used in the manu- 
facturing of Pearl Cocoa, in order to make he commodity more 
soluble. The public preferred the more soluble cocoa because it was 
easier to make a decoction with it. The firm had never represented 
the Pearl Cocoa as pure cocoa. It had been originally manufactured 
in consequence of the requirements of the public, ; 

The Stipendiary in his decision remarked that it was quite clear 
that the superintendent had asked for cocoa at the defendant’s shop, 
and had received a compound made up of 75 per cent. of sugar and 
starch, and 25 per cent. of cocoa. It was quite clear that that was 
wrong, unless the defendant could claim exemption under the 8th 
section of the Act. His worship thought the defendant had sufli- 
ciently protected himself by putting up that label, because the notice 








stated that.this packet contains cocoa combined with other ingre- 
dients. That was a clear intimation that the thing was a mixture. 
Well, then, the defendant had to satisfy the Court that the ingre- 
dients were not injurious to health, and had not been added to 
fraudulently increase the bulk. The question was whether the de- 
fendant had made out that the ingredients were not injurious to 
health. And the defendant must prove that the ingredients added 
were not only not injurious generally, but not injurious to health 
under all circumstances. His Worship thought it was quite 
clear that the public had been misled with regard tothe mixture. He 
thought that most manufacturers selected the most advantageous 
name for the articles madeby them. There wasno doubt that that 
mixture had a greater sale through being designated ‘‘ Pearl Cocoa” 
than it would have if ii were named a mixture of cocoa and sugar 
and starch. The defendant, according to her evidence, was utterly 
unaware that the cocoa she was selling was not pure, and her 
customers were not aware of the fact. It was hard to resist the con- 
clusion that the ingredients were added not only to make an article 
of commerce, but also intentionally to increase tbe bulk in order to 
effect a larger scale. His worship remarked that the opinions of 
other magisterial benches appeared to differ from their own; 
therefore, he hoped the question would be decided by a superior 
court. 

Judgment was given against the defendant, but the Stipendiary 
observed that the Bench were quite prepared to state a case. 

Mr. Cross remarked: that certainly the case would be taken toa 
higher court. 

A nominal fine of 1s. and costs was imposed, and a case was 
stated to have the matter decided by the Court of Queen’s Bench. 








EPPS'S COCOA. 


A CONVICTION AT HARLESDEN. 





Last week furnished several important adulteration cases, ofié 
of which was brought by Inspector Walter Tyler, of Brentford, who 
summoned James Henry Attfield, grocer and oil merchant, 222, 
High-street, Harlesden, to the Harlesden Court House, on the 19:h 
inst., for having sold cocoa to the prejudice of the purchaser—the 


-cocoa being stated by Mr. Bevan, the county of Middlesex analyst, 


to be adulterated with 40 per cent. of starch andsugar. Mr. G. W. 
Lay, solicitor, Brentford, prosecuted, and Mr. St. John Wontner 
appeared for the defence. Mr. Lay stated that Mr. Walter Tyler, on 
December Sth, accompanied by his assistant, visited defendant’s shop 
and asked for a quarter pound of cocoa. Out of several packets 
shown him he selected one of Messrs. Epps’s, for which he paid the 
sum of 33d. Mr. Tyler told the defendant he had purchased it for 
analysis, and divided it into thres parts. He gave the third part to 
the defendant, who said, ‘‘I am selling you this cocoa as I receive 
it from Epps’s.”” Mr. Lay referred to the label—a facsimile of which 
we gave in this journal when we, a few weeks ago, commented on 
Mr. Plowden’s decision. Mr. Lay conclusively showed that such a 
microscopic announcement was not an adequate declaration, and did 
not protect the purchaser, supporting his assertion by citing the case 
of Gages v. Elsey, and contending that the Act required a verbal 
notice when ‘the sale was made. Mr. Burke, who with Mr. Bird was try- 
ing the case, said that the wording on the label was very ambiguous. 
For the defence Mr. Wontner adduced a great amount of 
irrelevent ancient history, concluding by the startling state- 
ment that the label could be seen and read, and that as a 
label was on the packet a verbal notice was not practicable. He called 
Mr. Hahnemann Epps, who, for the better purpose of impressing the 
Bench, informed the court that he was the chairman of the Cocoa 
Section of the London :Chamber of Commerce, and that his firm 
had been fifty years in the trade. He admitted that cocoa nibs cost 
1s. 5d. per lb., and that the West India arrowroot in the cocoa cost 
only 5d. per lb. He ventured on the statement that more was put 
on Epps’s labels than was required by the Act, and that he con- 
sidered his firm were in advance of the trade in the matter of labels. 
He did not say whether this advance was in the character of micros- 
copic announcements of constituents, nor did he answer Mr. Burke’s 
complaint, “that if he went into a shop to buy 3d. of cocoa it 
would be very hard to have to read a tract of the description of that 
on the label.” 

Mr. Bird and Mr. Burke decided to fine the defendant 40s. and 
costs, stating that they had many of these cases before them, but 
they were scarcely of opinion that this small label, which was 
couched in very learned and scientific language, could be seen by 
purchasers, and that the cocoa should have been labelled as a mix- 
ture. On Mr. Wontner’s application a case for the High Court was 
granted. 

In another case at the same court, in which a Mr. John Taylor, 
Neville’s-road, Kilburn, was summoned, Fry’s cocoa was the prose- 
cuted article, which it was stated was adulterated with 60 per cent. 
of starch and sugar, and contained about one-third the fat usually 
found in cocoa. The Bench held that this case differed from Epps’s 
as the label on the packet clearly indicated the ingredients which 
the cocoa contained in accordance with the Act. They therefore 
declined to convict and dismissed the summons, but without costs. 

These cases show the urgent need of an amended Food and Drugs 
Act, in which terms such as ‘ prepared,” ‘‘ mixture,” ‘‘ compound,” 
and the like should be clearly defined as no protection. The honest 
course, fair alike to the public, the manufacturer, and the trader, 
is to label the article in the order of its constituents, and state their 
percentages. 
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MILK ANALYSIS IN SCOTLAND. 


_At a meeting of the Montrose Police Commissioners, on the 
9th inst., an account, amounting to £6 10s. 6d., was presented from 
Mr. Macdougald, public analyst, for analysing samples of milk, and 
a brief report was given on the samples analysed. The account was 
ordered to be paid. Provost Mitchell, after the report had been read, 
said it now rested with the Board to determine whether or not the 
testing of milk was to continue. They had heard reports from time 
to time from the Committee entrusted with the supervision of it. 
On the whole the analysing seemed to have had some good effect in 
securing a better quality of milk. Mr. Mackie said it was a great 
pity that it should go forth to the parties interested that the Board 
had ceased to take necessary surveillance over the quality of the 
milk. Dr. Stone moved that it be left to the Committee to send sam- 
ples at any time the Board saw fit. Something in the nature of 
surprise analyses should be gone in for occasionally. After some 
talk, it was agreed to remit it to the Committee, with powers to get 
samples analysed when they saw fit. 

We quite agree with Mr. Mackie’s opinion. Only the strictest 
care, and the taking of an adequate and regular number of 
samples from all quarters, can ensure a pure food supply. Magis- 
trates themselves should in cases of adulteration inflict such 
ae as deter offenders and pay the costs of working the 

cts. 








THE SANITARY INSTITUTE. 





The fifteenth London course of lectures and demonstrations 
for Sanitary officers commences on the 31st inst., and the follow- 
ing is the programme:—January 31st, Ventilation, Warming, 
and Lighting, Sir Douglas Galton, K.C.B. ; February 3rd, Water 
Supply, Drinking Water, Pollution of Water, by Louis Parkes, 
M.D.; February 7th, Principles of Calculating Areas, Cubic 
Space, &c. ; Interpretation of Plans and Sections to Scale, by 
H. Law, M.Inst.C.E. ; February 10th, House Drainage, by W.C. 
Tynedale, Asso.M.Inst.C.E.; February 14th, Sewerage and 
Sewage Disposal, by Professor H. Robinson, M.Inst.C.E. ; 


February 17th, Sanitary Building Construction, by H. H. Collins,. 


F.R.I-B.A.; Februay 21st, Sanitary Appliances, by Professor 
W.H. Corfield, M.A.; February 24th, Details of Plumbers’ 
Work, by J. Wright Clarke; February 28th, Scavenging, Dis- 
posal of House Refuse, by Charles Mason, Assoc.M.Inst.C.E. ; 
March 3rd, Diseases of Animals in relation to Meat Supply; 
Characteristics of Vegetables, Fish, &c., Unfit for Food, by Pro- 
fessor A. Wynter Blyth, Barrister-at-Law, M.R.C.S. ; March 7th, 
Infectious Diseases and Methods of Disinfection, by Shirley F. 
Murphy, M.R.C.S.; March 10th, General Powers and Duties of 
Inspectors of Nuisances, by J. F. J. Sykes, M.B., B.Sc. ; March 
14th, Objects and Methods of Inspection, by J. F. J. Sykes, 
M.B., B.Sc.; March 17th, Nature of Nuisances, including 
Nuisances the abatement of which is difficult, by Arthur News- 
holme, M.D.; March 21st, ‘Trade Nuisances, by Professor A. 
Bostock Hill, M.D.; March 24th, Sanitary Law. ‘English, 
Scotch, and Irish ; General Enactments; Public Health Act, 
1875 ; Model Bye Laws, &c., by Professor A. Wynter Blyth, 
Barrister-at-Law, M.R.C.S.; March 28th, Sanitary Laws and 
Regulations Governing the Metropolis, by Professor A. Wynter 
Blyth, Barrister-at-Law, M.R.C.S. 


SIE Sener a et I ST 


BEER AND BUTTER—A CONTRAST. 








For Beer Adulteration, £25 fine, ¥or Butter, 21/- fine. 


Edward Yeates, Winstanley 
Arms, Clapham-junction, was 
summoned by the Excise au- 
thorities for diluting his beer. 
Mr. Squires, who prosecuted, said 
a cask of 36 gallons was on ex- 
amination found to have been 
diluted with an addition of 3} 
gallons of water. Mr. Maitland, 
the solicitor to the Licensed Vic- 
tuallers’ Protection Society, re- 
presented the defendant, and 
pleaded ‘“‘ Guilty.” He said the 
defendant, being an elderly man, 
entrusted the business to his 
cellarman, and in using up some 
cider he added a little tc the beer. 
He (Mr. Maitland) assured the 
magistrate that this was not done 
to put money into the landlord’s 
pocket. The defendant had been 
connected with the house for 
thirteen years. Mr. Denmansaid 
when a customer ordered beer he 
was entitled to receive it. He 
imposed a penalty of £25. 


At the Manchester County 
Police-court, on the 10th inst., 
Mr. Grubb, grocer, Cadishead, 
appeared to a summons for selling 
adulterated butter. Mr. Super- 
intendent Bent gave evidence to 
the effect that he went to the 
defendant’s shop and was supplied 
with a pound of butter, which on 
analysis proved to contain 21 per 
cent. of water. An ordinary per- 
centage was from 10 to 12 per 
cent., and the analyst in his re- 
port stated that 15 per cent. was 
a very large amount, sometimes 
found in butter sent to market, 
The defence was that every pre- 
caution had been taken by the 
defendant to avoid selling adul- 
terated goods, and that in this 
case the butter was sold exactly 
as itcame from the exporter in 
Treland. A fine of 21s. and costs 
was imposed. 











PUBLIC HEALTH NOTES. — 


The report of the Strand District Board of Works has reached us, 
and is a model of what such a report should be. It contains a plan 
of the Strand district, maps of sub-dristricts, and the fullest informa- 
tion as to the sanitary work of the parish, which appears to be don 
with an efficiency that reflects the highest credit on the redial 


officer, the senior sanitary inspector, Mr. T. F. Strutt, and all con- 


cerned with the health of the residents in the district. Despite 
the fact that the Strand contains some of the worst slum- 


property in London, the mortality from diseases of the zymotic class 


has decreased from 2°3 to 2:0 per 1,000, and for six years past no 
death from small pox has been registered. The sanitary work is 
made more arduous by reason of the filthy habits of residents in the 


many rookeries that abound in this parish, some 30 streets, courts, 


etc., requiring to be flushed daily throughout the year. 4,465 houses 
were vistied, and 634 notices were issued requiring various improve- 
ments to be made. The medical officer, Dr. Conway Evans, died 


before the completion of the report, and has been succeeded by Dr. 


F. J. Allan. 


The medical officer of health of Huddersfield, Mr. J. R. Kaye, M.B., 
D.P.H., F.C.S., in his report for last quarter, gives a record of excel- 
lent work done by the health department. Notwithstanding the in- 


crease of work occasioned by an outbreak of small-pox and the 


prevalence of scarlet fever, the sanitary work of the department has 
been well attended to. The principal nuisances noted during the 


quarter were, first, the presence in and around premises of old stone’ 


drains, the direct communication of the sink pipes with the drains 
of the buildings, thereby connecting them directly with the main 
sewers. Of the former, 66 were found, and of the latter 125. In 
several inspections during the quarter, instances have been found 
where the bath and wash hand basin pipes were directly connected 
with the soil pipe, an insanitary condition of a most dangerous cha- 
racter. In dwelling-houses, surface water and diluted sewage was 
found in the cellars. These conditions are, no doubt, prolific sources 
of sore throat and infectious diseases, such as typhoid and diphtheria. 
Several cases of overcrowding have come to the knowledge of the 
department. Fifty-one bakehouses have been visited, and the whole 


of the cowsheds in three out of the four districts of the borough 
inspected. 


(oe 


WATER IN IRISH BUTTER. 


Important Casz AT BURNLEY. 





On Wednesday last, at the Burnley Borough Police-court,§ the 
Burnley Co-operative Society were summoned for breach of the Food 
and Drugs Act, by selling butter containing 20 per cent. and upwards 
of water. The Town Clerk, Mr. Fullalove, prosecuted on behalf of 
the police, and Mr. Reid, of the firm of Messrs. Learoyd and Co., 
solicitors, Huddersfield, defended. The case had been adjourned for 
the presence of the analytical chemist. 

Mr. Reid took a technical objection that the magistrate before 
whom the complaint was made (Mr. A. Strange) had not the power 
to hear the case, because he was a shareholder in the defendant 
society. The objection was overruled. : 

The Town Clerk said the Chief Constable bought half a pound of 
butter, at the Oxford-road branch shop and divided it into three parts, 
one of which was submitted to the public analyst, Dr. Campbell 
Brown, whose certificate was, ‘‘ I am of opinion that the said sample 
contains foreign matter, upwards of 20 per cent. of water.” So much 
water was a serious thing. It was found by many analyses that 
butter contained 10 or 12 per cent., and when carelessly made 15 or 
16 per cent., but when it extended to 20 per cent. it was evidence of 
adulteration. 

Dr. Campbell Brown, public analyst, said water was not a neces- 
sary ingredient. The usual quantity was 10 or 12, sometimes 13, 14, 
and 15 was not at all uncommon, but 20 per cent. was an adulte- 
ration, 

Cross-examined, witness said he had nothing to do with the 
price. If the public paid 6d. for an article and found it half water, 
it was a fraud upon them, although they bought the article at less 
than it cost to make. He did not fix a hard and fast line—15 was 
enough, 18 was rare, and 20 per cent. was an excess. 

Mr. Reid contended that there|was no evidence of fraud. The 
question was of great importance, not only to Mr. Newsham, the 
shopkeeper, but to Lancashire and Yorkshire especially. The society 
which he represented purchased annually half a million pounds’ 
worth of butter for sale in Lancashire and Yorkshire, where the 
article was particularly appreciated. The manufacture of Irish 
butter was one of the staple industries of the Irish people by small 
farmers. A memorial had been prepared to the Irish Chief Secretary, 
asking him to receive a deputation from the South of Ireland Butter 
Merchants’ Association in order that a proper decision may be 
arrived at. The article was sold by the Wholesale Society in the 
same state as it was received, and it was a strange thing if they were 
to be branded as fraudulent traders. 

T.G. O’Sullivan, of Kilmallock, county Limerick, agent of the 
Wholesale Society corroborated. He did not consider 30 per cent. of 
water excessive in salt butter for keeping purposes. 

Mr. Reid contended that the case must fall on the ground; that 
there was no intention to cheat the public nor defraud the purchaser. 


The Bench, in dismissing the.case without costs, said no fraud had 
been intended. 





—— =" 
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CIRCULAR NOTES. 





Tuer Sratus oF Pusrtic ANALYSTS. 


The London correspondent of the Manchester Courter, says :— 
I. understand that a prominent philanthropist, who is also a 
Gladstonian M.P., is of opinion that the services of public 
analysts should no longer be available on payment only, but 
should be completely free. Provided he can obtain sufficient 
a of support from his fellow members he intends to em- 
y his idea in some practical form. The gentleman in question 
may not be aware of the fact, but his notice is hardly original. 
In Australia public analysts have been at the free disposal of the 
public for many years, and the system is found on the whole to 
work satisfactorily. Adulteration is checked less, however, by 
actual prosecutions of offenders than by their possibility. More- 
over, excessive litigation finds discouragement in the regulation 
that the aggrieved purchaser and not the Government must have 
recourse to law. Still the introduction of such a custom in one 
of our huge cities can hardly be contemplated with equanimity. 
The public analysts of London would, one imagines, be worked 
to death in a week by old ladies with Jong-standing grievances 
against their grocers if the customary fee were abolished. 


_ Tsar REMUNERATION OF Pusiic ANALYSTS. 


One result—and a very bad one—of the persistent practice of 
magistrates to inflict farcical fines totally inadequate to punish 
the grave fraud of falsifying the food supply is that local 
authorities do not find the Food and Drugs Act self-supporting 
They do not, in these cases, set to work and “rate” magistrates, 
whose miserable 53. penalties encourage fraud, but they cast 
about for some means to reduce expenses and starve the opera- 
tion of the Acts. The number of authorities who offer public 
analysts rates of remuneration little over those paid to their 
labourers is far greater than it ought to be, and amongst 
the sinners in this respect are some of the _ largest 
towns in the United Kirgdom. To take as one instance, 
the very important town of Hull. We seo that the 
public analyst there has during the past year analysed no less 
than 388 samples, comprising 178 of milk, 2 of butter, 195 of 
water, 5 of paint, 6 copper strips for the Electric Lighting Com- 
mittee, and 2 oils. For this work his salary appears to be £100 
per annum for all work done, excluding extras of any kind. It 
may be that it has never struck the town council that to call 
such a remuneration as this by its right name is to describe it as 
“sweating” for “evil is wrought by want of thought as 
well as want of heart.” But when we contrast this rate 
of a little over 5s. per sample with the rates other 
towns of importance pay their analysts, we feel bound to say 
it is one reflecting little credit upon Hull. Ifthe amount were 
twice as much per sample, it would then be below a reasonable 
remuneration. There are few positions more useful or of 
greater importance to the public well-being than that of a 
conscientious public analyst; and the scientific training re- 
quisite to properly discharge the duties of that office, surely 
claim remuneration on a higher scale than that of a labourer. 
We must confess to a feeling that we would rather see more 
samples of butter, and some samples of lard, coffee, cocoa, &e. 
analysed, and to know that the vendors of adulterated articles 
were being adequately fined, the Hull public analyst adequately 
paid, and the public protected from fraud, 


fee Se 
PoIsoNED BY QUACKERY. 


The harm caused by Government indifference to the evils of 
patent medicines is again shown by a case at Hampton-wick, 
where a Miss Cecilia Smythe was found dead in bed. She was 
in the habit of using Sequah’s trash, and a bottle labelled 
‘Instant Relief,’ bought from one of the travelling imposters 
at Kingston, was found in her room. Analysis discovered 
traces of morphine in the stomach, and showed that death 
was due to narcotic poisoning. It seems strange that 
no steps are taken to stamp out the salo of all these swind- 
ling compounds when there is such an easy way open to do 
so. A tax of 20s. per box or bottle on every one of the nostrums, 
pills, syrups, and the like, would quickly abolish the pestilen- 
tial traffic and restore pharmacy to a diginified position. It isa 
question which some earnest Member of Parliament would do 
well to bring before the House. 





Tae “Grocer” AND THE COMPOSITION OF BAKING POWDER. 


We have before suggested to the Grocer the need for greater 
accuracy upon scientific matters. We find it informing its 
readers on January 2lst, that ‘Supt. Evan Jones summoned 
Mr. Richard Morgan for selling adulterated baking powder, 
which contained 54 per cent, of alum, and 46 per cent. of 
tartaric acid.” As any average intelligent schoolboy would know, 
no such combination could be found in a baking powder, 


St. MartTIn’s-IN-THE-FIELDS VESTRY AND ADULTERATION. 


The disgraceful notoriety which this Vestry has obtained in 
regard not only to sanitary neglect but to the encouragement it 
gives to fraud, does not seem to have spurred any of its mem- 
bers to efforts to remove the stigma. At the last meeting it 
was reported that 22 samples in all had been analysed, three of 
which were butter. There might have been no desire on the part 
Vestry to take only genuine samples, but the results to those of 
who know the amcunt of fraud rampant in St. Martin’s-in-the- 
Fields are very suspicious. By some accident one sample, 
No. 225, was an adulterated one, and had 13 per cent of water. 
The Vestry, however, true to its reputation, did not prosecute. 
It resolved “that the vendor of sample 225 be requested to 
exercise more care in future that legal proceedings against him 
may be avoided.” 


This is what a body of presumably representative men are 
found doing in the nineteenth century. But, perhaps, the swind- 
ling milk dealer was a member of the Vestry ? 








DISINFECTANTS.—II. 


VicToRIA CAarBoLic DISINFECTANT POWDER. 


In our last article upon this important subject, we complained 
of the law as it exists respecting disinfectants, and that local 
authorities, disregarding the all important questions of quality 
and genuineness, purchase worthless rubbish, not even taking 
the trouble to subject it to analysis. We have before usa case 
in point in a disinfectant, labelled “The Victoria Carbolic 
Disinfectant Powder.” There is no maker’s name on the tin, 
but the following analysis is prominently displayed. 


[ Copy. | 
Anatyst’s ReEport. 


Dear Sir,—I have made a careful examination of your Carbolic 
Powder. Having analysed two samples, I find one (No. 1) contains 
15°5 per cent., and one (No, 2) 15 per cent. of carbolic acid.—F aithfully 
yours, 

JouN Lussock. 


Chemist to the London Pure Drug Company. 


As faras we can learn from the tin, the makers of this disin- 
fectant are “ The London Pure Drug Company,” but a careful 
search has failed to find such a company or such a chemist as 
John Lubbock. The latter may be an impudent adoption of 
the name of the cultured banker, baronet, and scientist. An 
analysis of the “ Carbolic Disinfectant” possibly explains the 
reason why the London Pure Drug Company and their chemist 
give no address on the packages containing their productions. 
The sample of “Carbolic Disinfectant” thus testified to by 
Mr. John Lubbock has barely any odour of carbolic acid, and 
but a very faint one of ar oil. On analysis it was found to con- 
tain only the merest trace of tar oil, and there was no carbolic 
acid whatever in the article. In plain English, it is a vile 
swindle. Nay, it is even worse than a swindle—it is a 
concoction for which its makers ought to be placed 
in the dock, for we learn that in a recent epidemic of typhoid 
the typhoid stools, after mixture with this powder, were buried 
and gave rise to other cases. Cholera has broken out afresh on 
the Continent, and there is shortly to be held a conference of 
Port Sanitary and other authorities to devise meaures to pro- 
tect this country from the dread scourge. Already the makers 
of rascally frauds like this “ Victoria Carbolic Disinfectant 
Powder” are preparing their supplies of rubbish for sale in 
the spring. Food and Drugs inspectors cannot interfere, for 
disinfectants are apparently not articles of which they can take 
samples for analysis, and on which, in the event of sophistica- 
tion, prosecutions can be brought against the manufacturers 
or vendors. We recommend this to the attention of the 
Government, 


This case shows the danger of the penny wise pound foolish 
attitude of too many County and Town Councils who purchase 
on account of an apparent cheapness, worse than useless 
rubbish, instead of articles of repute prepared by 
scientists of known reputation, such as the Sanitas, 
Tuson’s, and like disinfectants. But the public will never be 
protected against criminal fraud of this character until public 
analysis is more generously recognised, and its use extended, 
In the meantime, we hope that medical officers of health 
will be on the look-out for the vendors of the Victoria Car- 
bolic Disinfectant Powder, and for the London Pure Drug 
Company gentry, and secure for them, should they pay a 
visit, an interview with the nearest magistrate. 
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ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 


MILK. 
At Chester, on the 14th inst., James Owens, farmer, Croughton, 


was summoned by Wm. James Hallard, inspector of weights and - 


measures, for milk adulteration on December 11th. Mr. Brassey 
prosecuted, and Mr. Cartwright defended. William James Hallard, 
inspector of weights and measures, stated that on the 11th of Decem- 
ber he visited the yard of the Chester Union Workhouse, and saw a 
man named Tourle drive up in acart with five tankards of milk. On 
getting into a kitchen, Hallard seized the tankards, and took a 
sample of each, numbered them, divided them again each into three 
parts, took one to the county analyst, Mr. Carter Bell, Manchester, 
gave one to the man in charge of the cart, and kept the third part 
himself. Mr. Bell’s analysis of the tankard numbered 296, showed 
that it had been adulterated with 50 per cent. of water. Mr. R. C. 
Turner, master of the Chester workhouse, handed in the contract 
made by the Guardians in March last. They paid defendant 7d. per 
gallon for pure milk, and 4d. per gallon for skim milk. Mr. Cart- 
wright, addressing the court for the defence, said from the month of 
March last up to the present no complaints had been received against 
the milk. On Sunday, the 11th December, a labourer named 
“ Jack,” while weighing the milk previous to taking it to the House, 
let one of the tankards fall to the ground, and the milk was spilled. 
A lot ran out, and the man not liking to tell his master of the acci- 
dent, filled the tankards up with water. The master, Mr. Owens, 
was not there, and the driver of the cart knew nothing about it. 
“ Jack’’ had ‘left Mr. Owens’ employment without some of his wages, 
and had never been heard of since. Another labourer, who saw the 
accident, told the master afterwards. A fortnight afterwards two 
inspectors came to the farm, saw the cows milked, took samples, but 
nothing of it had been reported by the inspectors. It showed that 
the milk must haye been pure. Thomas Clark, a workman on the 
farm, bore out Mr. Cartwright’s statement, adding that when the 
milk was spilled “ Jack ”’ took a little out of each tankard, and then 
filled them up with water. About 13 gallons were upset. After the 
two inspectors visited the farm the labourer left, and witness after- 
wards informed Mr. Owens of the accidents. Albert Tourle, the man 
who took the milk to the workhouse, deposed that he never tam- 
pered with the milk while on its way to the house. James Owens, 
the defendant, stated he did not know that the adulteration took 
place, and he did not tell anyone to adulterate it. He was fined £5 
and costs. The other cases were withdrawn on payment of costs. 

At the Watford Divisional Sessions, on the 11th inst., William 
Chew, of Bushey, was summoned for selling adulterated milk at 
Watford on December 12th. The case was adjourned from last week 
in order that the county analyst might be in attendance. He pleaded 
not guilty, and Mr. Boydell defended. Mr. W. G. Rushworth, 
inspector of weights and measures, said on December 12th, a4 
eight o’clock a.m., he saw the defendant delivering milk in Water- 
lane. He went to him and applied for a pint of new milk. ‘He had 
it analysed in accordance with the Act. The milk was adulterated 
with 6 per cent. added water. Arthur Edward Ekins, public analyst, 
said that he had the sample (produced) forwarded to him for 
analysis. The total solids were 10.84, and were composed of fat 2.8, 
and non-fatty solid 8.04. The standard adopted by the Society of 
Analysts was 8.05 non-fatty solids and 3 per cent. fat. The sample 
of milk contained 6 per cent. added water. The average of solids of 
the milk of the {Aylesbury Dairy Company in December was 13.2. 
He took his standard as 11.5, which was very low, and was that 
adopted by the Society of Analysts. The defendant went in the box 
and said he got his milk from Mr. Bone at Watford-heath. He 
commenced selling it directly he got it from Bone, without going 
home. He did not put any water in. The Chairman said the Bench 
were satisfied in that case that there was added water to the milk. 
The case was a very bad one, and the defendant would therefore be 
fined £2 10s., including costs. 

At the West London Police-court, on the 12th inst., George 
Wheeler, of Boscombe-road, Shepherd’s Bush, was summoned in 
respect of certain milk sold in Chiswick by his servant to Inspector 
Clark, who purchased it to be analysed. Mr..Finnis, clerk of the 
Chiswick Local Board, produced the certificate of the analyst, 
showing that 16 per cent. of the fat had been extracted. Mr. Moore, 
who defended, said that the servant who could have proved that the 
milk was sold in the same state as it was received by the defendant 
from the contractor, had been discharged, and therefore he was not 
present to be called as a witness. Mr. Finnis informed the magis- 
trate that the defendant had been summoned before, and got off 
under a warranty. Tho usual price of milk in the neighbourhood 
was fourpence per quart, but the defendant sold -his milk at three- 
pence. Mr. Moore said there was a fair profit for milk sold at three- 
pence per quart. The defendant was fined £5, and ordered to pay 
12s. 6d. costs. 

Thomas Dodd, dairyman and butcher, was summoned at Exeter, 
ou the 13th inst., for selling milk not of the nature, substance, and 
quality demanded. Mr. Shorto, the Town Clerk, who prosecuted, 
said the milk contained 9 per cent. of water, and only 1°84 per cent. 
of fat. Mr. Orchard, for the defendant, asked the Bench to dismiss 
the question of water from their minds, as milk taken direct from a 
cow, at Somerset House, had been found to contain 74 per cent. of 
water. With regard to the absence of fat, he submitted it was a well- 
known fact that the constant dipping in the cans gradually 
diminished the amount of fat in the milk. Mr. C. E. Bell and Mr. 
Brash, surgeons, said they had been in the habit of having milk trom 
the defendant, and had always found it very good. The Bench 
thought there must be a conviction, but did not consider it a gross 
case. Defendant would have to pay 30s., including expenses. 
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Bartholomew Harris, of Kilmarsh-road, Hammersmith, was sum- 
moned at West London Police-court, on the 16th-inst., for selling 
milk adulterated with 5 per cent. of added water. The defendant 
had disputed the correctness of the analysis, and paid the fee for 
another at Somerset House. The certificate from Somerset House 
confirmed that of the public analyst. As there was a previous con- 
viction, Mr. Curtis-Bennett {imposed a penalty of £5 with 12s. 6d. 
costs. 


Robert Bunce, of Acton, was summoned in respect ‘of milk sold 
containing 2 per cent. of added water,-and colouring matter to make 
it appear rich. The defendant, who said it was the general practice 
to use colouring matter, was fined 40s., with ‘costs, the magistrate 
observing that the practice had better be stopped. 


Richard Lawrence Spencer, of Walmer-road, Notting-hill, was 
fined 69s. with costs, in respect of milk containing 8 per cent. of © 
added water. 


A milkman named Wilson, of Church-street, Chiswick, was sum- 
moned for having sold milk’containing 20 per cent. of added water. 
The defendant said that on the day in question there was a scarcity» 
of milk, and he was obliged to use water. (Laughter.) Mr. Curtis- 
Bennett: If the milk is scarce you use what is called “ Simpson.” 
(Laughter.) The defendant was fined £5, with 12s. 6d. costs. 


At Great Yarmouth, on the 13th inst., R. Harris, dairyman, 
Gorleston, was summoned for selling milk from which part of the 
cream had been taken. The Town Clerk prosecuted, and Mr. G. H. 
Lovewell Blake defenled. The summons had been adjourned for 
the attendance of the county analyst, Mr. F. Sutton. Mr. F. Sutton 
said that in his opinion cream had been abstracted from the milk to 
the extent of 16 per cent. Cross-examined—It might be possible for 
the milk to have come from the cow in that state, but it was not 
usual. Ifacow was healthy and properly fed the deficiency ought 
not to occur. If milk was served from a can and not stirred up, it 
was probable that the first customer would get the cream and the last 
customer very poor milk. Mr. Blake said his client had a very large 
wilk round, and his customers had given him testimonials to the 
effect that they were perfectly satisfied with the milk which he 
supplied. George Harris, defendant’s son, said that on November 
24th he took some milk out in a cart for his father. The cans were 
filled before he received them. He sold about two gallons before 
Inspector Crane purchased a quart. In reply to the deputy-mayor, 
witness said he emptied the big cans into smaller ones to measure 
the milk out to customers. He did not stir the milk up. James 
Whiley, milkman, spoke to milking the cows into pails, and then 
emptying the pails into the cans, which young Harris 
took. out in the cart. No cream was taken from the milk, 
and nothing added to it. James Burton, a boy who milked the cows 
corroborated. Defendant said that on the morning in question he 
did not see the milk put into the cans. The cans were put on his 
cart and his son drove off. He had no separator on his premises. 
Defendant described the food given to his cows, and Mr. Sutton (re- 
called) said this might produce milk, which was 1 per cent. deficient 
in fat. The magistrate convicted, fining defendant 403. and £2 9s. 6d. 
costs. 


At Sheffield, last week, before Mr. J. E. Bingham and Mr. Emerson 
Bainbrid;e, several persons were summoned under the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Act, 1875, for having sold adulterated milk. The first case . 
was that of William Agar, milk deliverer for Stephen Wragg, Birley 
Carr, and who was summoned for having unlawfully sold to Inspec- 
tor Gibson a sample of milk which was not of the nature, substance, 
and quality demanded. Mr. H. Sayer, Deputy Town Clerk, prose- 
cuted, and Mr. A. Neal appeared for the defendant. 


Mr. A. H. Allen (borough analyst) said on the 23rd December he 
had the sample of milk in question submitted to him by Inspector 
Gibson. After having analysed it, he gave a certificate to the effect 
that the milk had been deprived of some of its natural cream cr but- 
ter fat by skimming or similar means. He estimated the deficiency 
at fully one-third of the cream originally present. The sample was 
analysed before any change had taken place in the constitution of the 
milk. By way of showing the average quantity of cream in new 
milk, he referred to 100,000 samples which had been analysed in the 
laboratory of the Aylesbury Dairy Company in the course of ten 
years, and in which the average amount of butter fat way 4 per 
cent. The amounts varied 4°6 per cent. to 3°6 per cent., as a mini- 
mum. Cross-examined by Mr. Neal: Cows varied considerably in 
the quantity of milk they yielded. Mr. Neal: There is an old lady 
in court who tells me she has been in the milk trade all her life, 
and she has known cows which would produce about 17 lbs. of but- 
ter per week, whilst others would only produce 5 lbs. per week. Mr. 
Allen: That might possibly be true, taking into consideration the 
amount of milk yielded in each case. Assuming a number of cows 
with an average yield of milk, she says the quantity of butter obtain- 
able might vary from 17 lbs. to 5 lbs. per week! Well, I don’t be- 
lieve that. Are the results which you obtain from the same sample 
of milk always exactly the same? Oh, no; there is acertain amount 
of error possible. On analysing this sample I obtained 2°23, and on 
repeating the test 2°20 of fat. 

John Gibson (inspector of nuisances) gave evidence as to the pur-- 
chase of the sample of milk, He admitted that the defendant acted 
straightforwardly. 

Mr. Neal, for the defendant, alluded to the fact that his client was 
a servant of Carr, and, therefore, Carr was really the person who 
should have been summoned. He would prove that the milk was in 
its natural state. On December 23rd the milking commenced at 
about seven o’clock in the morning by three persons, the milk was 
afterwards taken inside the house, and it was put into vessels ready 
for sale, without the addition of any water, extraction of apy cream, 
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_ or other interference. That the milk was so poor in cream quality 
was remarkable, but at the same time it was unaccountable, These 
facts were corroborated by the evidence of several witnesses. 

ane Bench decided to inflict a penalty of £1 38. 64., including 
costs. 

William Schofield, of Croft House Farm, Dorset, was summoned 
for having sold a quantity of skimmed milk containing 10 per cent. 
of added water. Mr. H. Sayer appeared in Support of the informa- 
tion. The defendant was delivering milk in Washington-road, when 
Inspector Gibson bought a samp!e. The analyst’s certificate stated 
that it had been adulterated with about 10 per cent. of water. The 
defendant stated that on the day named he had run short of milk, 
and in order to supply all his customers, he purchased a quantity 
from a fellow milkman, whose name he did not know, and whom he 
had not seen since. He had no suspicion at the time that the milk 
was adulterated. A fine of 53. and costs was imposed. 

James Baker, milk deliverer for William Henson Sharrow, was 
summoned for having sold Inspector Gibson, a quantity of skimmed 
milk containing 16 per cent. of added water. The facts of the case 
were admitted, and in defence it was said that the milk was bought, 
in ne of which a receipt was produced. A fine of 5s. and costs was 
imposed. 


ee 


CONDENSED SKIMMED MILK. 


Important ProsEcution. 

At the Ystrad Police-court on the 16th inst., before Mr. Ignatius 
Williams, Mr. T, P. Jenkins, and Alderman W. Morgan, Thomas 
Reynolds, grocer, Tynewydd, was summoned for selling adulterated 
condensed milk. Superintendent Jones, Pontypridd, conducted the 
- case for the, prosecution, and Mr. Kenshole, Aberdare, appeared on 

behalf of the Condensed Milk Company of Ireland. Mr. Thomas 
Henry Cleeve, J.P., and managing director of the company, residing 
at Limerick, and Mr. Weston, London, representing the Federated 
Grocers’ Association of the United Kingdom. were present. 

Supt. Jones deposed that on December 10th he visited the defend- 
ant’s shop and purchased a tin of condenced milk, for which he paid 
4d. The defendant did not wish to have it divided into three parts, 
as suggested by the witness while in the shop. The report of the 
public analyst showed that 22 parts of the contents of the tin were 
genuine good milk and 78 parts thereof skim milk. 

The Stipendiary’s attention having been drawn to the wording of 
the summons, which, it was stated, was erroneous, Mr. Kenshole re- 
marked that he would raise no objection to have it altered by his 

worship, as he wanted to have the case tried entirely upon its 
merits. 

The summons was then modified, and read “for selling condensed 
milk from which a portion of the cream had been abstracted.” 
Superintendent Jones urged that the value of the contents in the tin 
which he had purchased from the defendant was not more than 13d., 
and he had paid 4d. for it. He therefore maintained that he had 
been defrauded. He had purchased on the day in question four 
different samples of condensed milk from different shopkeepers, for 
which he had paid respectively 3d., 4d., 53., and 6d. 

Cross-examined by Mr. Kenshole, Superintendent Jones stated 
that the tin of milk for which he had paid 54d. was genuine. He had 
not noticed the label{on the tin showing that the tin contained skim 
milk. He had simply asked the defendant for a tin of condensed 
milk and was charged the price of pure milk. 

Mr. Kenshole, in addressing the Bench, observed that the con- 
densed milk purchased by the superintendent was a well-known 
article in commerce. In reading the analyst certificate one would 
be inclined to think that the purchaser had been fraudulently dealt 
with. The article was well known in the trade, and the abstraction 
of the cream to the extent stated did not interfere at all with its 
nutritive quality. 

The learned Stipendiary remarked that the taking of food out of 
the milk must interfere with the nutritive part of it. 

Mr. Kenshole observed that he was not surprised at all to hear 
that remark, because he himself had been under the same impression 
till he had been informed otherwise by a report of Professor Brown, 
of the Agricultural Department of the Privy Council. Superintendent 
Jones here objected to the reading of abstractsfrom Professor Brown’s 
report. Mr. Kenshole urged that in selling an article containing 
skim milk one was selling a nutritious one. The Stipendiary said that 
he should like to know the relative value of skim milk. His worship 
had known butter factories selling skim milk at 1d. per gallon. The 
learned Stipenaiary observed that if a vendor went about selling skim 
milk as milk he would lay himself open to a penalty. Mr. Kenshole 
stated that there was a very strong authority on that point showing 
that that was not really so. He maintained that there had been no 
attempt whatever on the part of the defendant to defraud the public. 
The defendant was not summoned under Section 6 or for fraudently 
adding to the milk or doing anything prejudicial to the purchaser. 
The defendant was summoned under Section 9, which provides that 
no person shall alter an article of food, or abstract from it so as to 
affect its quality, substance, or nature, without making disclosures of 
the alteration. There was no doubt that if a purchaser asked for 
milk and was supplied with skim milk it would be the duty of the 
vendor to tell the buyer that it was skim milk. He émphatically 
stated to the Bench that the sole point at issue was whether the label 
on the tin of condensed milk, showing that the contents were 
separated milk, was a sufficient disclosure to the purchaser on buying 
it. Mr. Kenshole then quoted the case of Lane and Collins. : 

The Stipendiary observed that it was a funny case, and according 
to that a man asking for milk might be supplied legally with skim 





milk. In the case of Saunders and Small it was held that a person 
selling adulterated goods in a room where notice was put up was not 
liable to a penalty. Mr. Kenshole asked the Bench what better way 
could there be of bringing to the purchaser’s notice the nature of the 
contents of the condensed milk than by putting a label upon it ? 

The Stipendiary observed that probably 99 out of 100 persons 
visiting public houses did not see the notices stuck up in the various 
rooms there. How in the world the higher courts had arrived at 
their decisions that such notices were sufficient he did not know. 
Then with regard to the various railway companies, their conditions 
and customs were printed on bills and documents, which were stuck 
up about the stations and other parts of the lines. Those were con- 
sidered sufficient notices, although a very large percentage of the 
passengers or the public did not see them, They were somewhat 
similar cases to that of putting a label on an article of food ora tin 
of condensed milk. 

Superintendent Jenes here interposed, stating that Section 8 re- 
ferred to the adding of something to increase the bulk, but the defen- 
dant was charged with selling an article from which a portion of 
cream had been abstracted, interfering with the nature of the subs 
stances. 

The Stipendiary said that an hotel-keeper adding water to whisky 
increased the bulk and interfered with the nature of it, though all 
that was required by the law was the sticking up of a notice in the 
room showing that the liquor had been adulterated, and consequently 
it appeared to his Worship that a public notice was quite adequate 
in the case. . 

Seat Kenshole observed that if it was good in one it must be in the 
other. 

The Stipendiary said that a person selling an article adulterated 
without giving a notice of the kind was liable to a penalty of £20. 

Mr. Cleeve then gave evidence. He had been in the condensed 
milk business since 1882. The notice on the label of their tins was 
in smaller print than on the tins of milk manufactured by some 
other firms, but the course adopted by manufacturers of condensed 
milk was the same practically. The value of the skim milk in the 
tin for the selling of which defendant was charged was 4d., and the 
other portion 13d. 

Superintendent Jones thereupon remarked that he had been ‘de- 
frauded of about 2d. 

Witness remarked that the price of the sugar and the tin should 
be taken into consideration, and other expenses connected with it. 
One gallon of whole milk was required to make four tins of condensed 
milk. 

The case was dismissed. 


BUTTER AND MARGARINE. 


In the Dumfries Sheriff Court, on the 17th inst., T. 8. Macaulay, 
grocer, St. Michael-street, was charged with having on the 9th 
December, by tre hands of his wife, sold to Daniel Gillies Mackirdy, 
inspector under the Food and Drugs Act, 4 lb. of margarine when 
the article asked for was “ shilling butter.” In the course of evi- 
dence it appeared that the inspector sent a woman into the shop to 
make the purchase, and a boy with her to bear witness; that the 
margarine was taken from a dish labelled margarine ; and that it is 
commonly asked for as “shilling butter,” the purchaser seldom 
caring to call it margarine. The charge was found proved, and a 
fine of £5 vith 32s. expenses was imposed. An appeal was inti- 
mated, and pending tbe issue similar charges against four other 
grocers were continued. 

Messrs. Thescutt and Sons, of 44, Pratt-street, Camden Town, 
were summoned on the 10th inst., at the Clerkenwell Police-court for 
selling on December 8th, butter which was adulterated with an ad- 
mixture of 76 per cent. of foreign fat. Mr. Ricketts prosecuted on 
behalf of the St. Pancras Vestry. The defendant’s shop was visited, 
and half a pound of 1s. butter was purchased from a female who was 
serving behind the counter. John Osborne, sanitary inspector, 
proved dividing the butter into three parts, and submitting one to 
the public analyst. Cross-examined by Mr. Cowdell, who appeared 
for the defendant, Inspector Osborne said after the ‘‘ butter” had 
been purchased, the female said it was margarine. The produce, 
however, was not in a conspicious position, and was not marked 
‘margarine.’ Mr. Bros. imposed a fine of 20s., and 12s. 6d. costs. 


WHISKY. 


At the Pontypridd Police-court, on the 18th inst,, David Jones, 
Aberdare, formerly landlord of the Travellers’ Hotel, Hafod, was 
summoned for selling adulterated whisky, which, according to the 
analyst’s certificate was 293 per cent. under proof, Mr. Phillips 
defended. Superintendent Jones, who conducted the case for the 
prosecution, deposed that it was after he had been supplied with the 
liquor that his attention was called to a card suspended on the wall 
about eight yards away. When he entered the room the card was 
obscured by smoke, and the notice was not quite visible when the 
smoke had cleared away. Mr. Phillips urged that there was a notice 
in every room where business was at the time of the officer’s visit. 
He quoted a case heard at Swansea, when Justices Mathew and Fry 
held that the landlord who had supplied two persons with drinks 
while in the club-room, where no notice had been stuck up, had not 
laid himself open to a penalty, because there were notices in the bar 
and in the kitchen and other parts of the house stating that the 
liquors sold there were diluted. The club-room was not a usual 
place for drinking purposes. The stipendiary observed that the fact 
that the notice in the defendant’s house was eight yards away from 
the officer when he entered, and that it was hidden by smoke, ren- 
dered it insufficient as a protection under the section of the Act. A 
fine of £1 13s. 6d. was imposed. 
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ANALYSTS’ REPORTS. 


BORACIC ACID IN MILK. 


Mr. Cecil H. Cribb, B.Sc. (Lond.), F.1.C., F.C.S., in his annual 
report to the Board of Works for the Strand District, says :— 

During the year ending the 30th of March last, I have analysed 
271 samples of various foods and drugs, of which 268 were submitted 
to me by your inspector, and three samples by a private purchaser, 
under the Sale of Food and Drugs Act. Out of 271 samples 
examined, 66 (or over 24 per cent.) were found to be more or less 
adulterated, while 22 were reported as inferior, and two as of 
abnormal composition, over 33 percent. being therefore other than 
genuine and normal. The proportion of adulterated samples is 
somewhat greater than in the previous year (1890), when 19 per cent. 
had been tampered with, but this is accounted for by the greater pre- 
ponderance of milk samples, this article of food being more liable to 
sophistication than any other. 

The proportion of adulterated samples for the whole metropolis in 
1890 was 15:2, while for the whole of England and Wales it was only 
11:2 per cent. 

The milk adulteration consisted in most cases of the addition of 
water in amounts varying from 3 up to 30 percent. In a smaller 
number of cases fat had been abstracted to the extent of from 8 to 35 
per cent. of the quantity which should have been present. The other 
samples reported against contained small but varying quantities of 
boracic acid, added without doubt for preservative purposes. The 
presence of this substance should most certainly be regarded as an 
adulteration, asit is quite unnecessary, refrigeration being the pro- 
per and recognised method of preserving fresh milk, for the short 
time for which such preservation should be required. Moreover, 
although the question of its injuriousness to health is still sub judice 
there are undoubtedly cases in which its presence, even in small quan- 
tities would be most objectionable and liable to produce disagreeable 
if not dangerous effects. The samples containing boracic acid, if not 
actually adulterated are almost invariably of very poor quality, and 
in most cases the drug is probably added for the purpose of enabling 
the vendors to dispose of stale milk, which, but for its presence, 
would have been quite unsaleable, 

The two samples of tinned milk reported against were found to 
contain only minute amounts of fat. The tins in which the pre- 
parations were sold bore labels, stating that a ‘‘ portion”’ of the fat 
had been removed, but the actual amount of fat found corresponded 
to a removal of not less than 90 per cent. of the fat of the original 
milk. The direction for use on one of the tins suggested the dilu- 
tion cf the ‘‘ Condensed Milk ” with from 4 to 5 parts of water for 
general purposes, and with from 8 to 13 parts “for feeding infants.” 
The result of feeding an infant on such a mixture might well be 
disastrous. In view of the misleading nature of the label, and the 
possible danger attending the carrying out of its directions, the 
sample was certified as ‘‘ adulterated.” 

The three samples of butter which were reported as containing 
foreign fat, are chiefly remarkable as being submitted by a private 
purchaser. A good deal of misconception exists as to the steps 
which have to be taken in such cases, and the public are very slow 
to avail themselves of the opportunity afforded by section 12 of the 
6 Act.” 

The three adulterated samples of coffee all contained chicory. 
Although coffee was asked for by your inspector, the samples were 
labelled as containing ‘‘a small proportion’’ of chicory. Many 
persons prefer coffee containing a little chicory, but 40 per cent. 
(which can hardly be considered ‘‘ a small proportion’) is decidedly 
objectionable, besides being an offence against the pocket of the pur- 
chaser, inasmuch as (in the words of the Sale of Food and Drugs 
Act, section 8) it fraudulently increases the bulk, weight, or 
measure of the sample. The number of drugs examined is so small 
as to give no definite information as to the purity or otherwise of the 
drugs sold in the district. Three out of the ten samples collected 
were found to be not in accordance with the regulations of the 
British Pharmacopeeia. It is to be regretted that it was impossible 
to give more attention to this subject, as the importance to the com- 
munity of the purity of medicines can hardly be over-estimated. 

In the case of all the more serious offences, proceedings were taken 
against the vendors, and convictions followed, but in most cases the 
fines were so small, as to be quite inadequate to produce any benefi- 
cial effect, and unless more severe penalties are inflicted, it is hope- 
less to look for much improvement in the future.. 

In the cate of milk adulteration, for instance, the extra profit 
arising from the adulteration for a single day would, if the business 
were a la ge one, far more than cover the usual amount of the fine 
and costs of the proceedings, and as it is impossible (without greatly 
increasing the number of samples taken) to visit the same business 
more than five or six times at the most, in each quarter, it is not to 
be wondered at that the adulteration continues. 

At the meeting of the Poplar District Board of Works, on the 9th 
inst., Mr. W. C. Young, the analyst, presented his report for the 
quarter ending December last, which showed that 74 samples were 
analysed during the quarter, with the following results :—Of 36 
milks, 30 were genuine and 6 adulterated with water in proportions 
of 7, 9,11, 16, 16, and 19 per cent. respectively. The butters ana- 
lysed (2), the breads (6), and the flours (6), were all genuine and un- 
adulterated. Of 4 coffees analysed, 3 were unadulterated and 1 
adulterated with 65 per cent. of chicory. Two cocoas analysed were 








both genuine. Five rums, 6 whiskies, and 1 brandy were all of full 
alcoholic strength, as also were 3 of the 3 gins, the remaining gins 
being 26,5, and 1 per cent. of proof spirit respectfully below the 


_ strength required by law. 


Mr. Box remarked that tradesmen were, under the present system, 
rather unfairly dealt with, as the analyst, he considered, offered for 
the sample he purchased too low a price to expect to get a pure 
article. 

Captain Custard spoke of the comparatively few articles which 
appeared to be procured for analysis, and considered more articles 
should be included. 





In his report for last quarter, Mr. Kaye, F.C.S., medical officer and 
analyst for Huddersfield, reports that 45 food samples were purchased 
under the Food and Drugs Act. The results of analysis were very 
favourable, says Mr. Kaye, and only in four cases was there any 
adulteration, and that not sufficient to justify legal proceedings. 

Huddersfield, however, is a place with an estimated population of 
96,000, and 45 samples is not a large number to have purchased in 
three months. We think that if Mr. Kaye were assisted by plain 
clothes inspectors, who are unknown to shopkeepers, and the number 
of samples taken were doubled, there would be a different tale to tell. 

It is not humanly possible for a large manufacturing town to be 
free from adulterated foods, especially milk and butter, unless the 
powers of food inspectors are regularly, rigorously, and quietly car- 
ried out. 

The report on the analyses made for the borough of Leeds during 
the quarter ending December 31st last, by Mr. Thos. Fairley, the 
borough analyst, shows that the following samples were received :— 
Milk, 57; Condensed Milk, 1; Butter, 4; Lard, 4; Tinned Peas, 2; 
Coffee, 5; Yeast, 1; Baking Powder, 1; total, 75. 

Seven of the samples of milk were adulterated with 20, 12, 11, 9, 
84, and 8 per cent. of water respectively, and 9 were reported as of 
low quality. | 

All the samples of coffee were adulterated with chicory, the 
amount of adulteration varying from 75 to 60 per cent. 

The samples of tinned peas were adulterated with copper, corres- 
ponding to one grain of copper-sulphate per pound. 

The other samples were genuine. 








FOOD INSPECTORS’ REPORTS. 





Mr. John E. Morris, Food and Drugs Inspector reported to the 
Sanitary Committee of the Staffordshire County Council on January 
1st, 1893.—‘‘ In the execution of my duties during the last quarter, 
ending December 31st, 1892, I, or through my assistants, have pur- 
chased the following samples upon 27 occasions, and at 40 different 


places :— 
67 Milks with 7 Adulterations. 
45 Butters ,, 8 a 
19 Coffees -,, 3 4 


4 Breads ,, no . 
5 Spirits ,, no 


4 Peppers ,, no he 

5 Drugs » no n 

3Gingers ,, no i 

1 Ale 7 0 op 

3 Oatmeals ,, no PA 
Total 156 Total 18 


The above tabulated report may be somewhat misguiding, for it 
represents 8 Butters to be Margarine; but, as a matter of fact, 
although 37 Butters were purchased by buyers that would not be 
recognised, all turned out to be genuine. 

The eight samples returned as Margarine were all detected while 
inspecting under the Weights and Measures Acts, and inasmuch as 
they were found unlabelled (while being exposed for sale), some of 
the Vendors have been prosecuted, and penalties imposed amounting 
to £9 2s. 6d.; this, I think, may enable your Committee to see how 
well the provisions of both Acts can be carried out in one inspection. 

Eleven prosecutions have been undertaken, and all sustained, with 
penalties of £49 7s. 6d. 

The three most important prosecutions during this quarter have 
been against farmers for selling adulterated milk. One at Burton- 
on-Trent (the first hearing taking place latt quarter, when the 
defendant applied that the third sample should be sent to Somerset 
House), has resulted in the Government Authorities agreeing with 
your Analyst that water had been added to the milk, and a penalty 
of 5s., with heavy costs, has been imposed. 

One at Handsworth. In this case the farmer contended that the 
sample bought from his cart had been bought by him to feed his 
calves on from some milkman he did not know. At the first hearing 
the Bench disagreed; but when heard de novo and before another 
Bench, and with new and overwhelming evidence (for I was able to 
show in Court that by this farmer’s action in watering his milk, one 
vendor had been previously fined), I obtained a conviction of £10, 
with heavy costs. This penalty will do more to assist my work in 
trying to obtain for the Handsworth residents pure milk than the 
usual small fines, 

The other case was at West Bromwich. The purchase was made 
on a Sunday morning from a farmer, delivering to two wholesale 
customers. The supply to each customer contained 10% added water. 
From one of these two customers we had just before bought milk, 
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and this also contained 10% added water, it being part of hi 

from the same farmer the night before. ‘Again, fait the eet ait 
tomer, but later on in the day, we bought another sample. This also 
was watered, it being the morning’s supply from the farmer. I 
vb tpi both before the Bench, and the farmer was fined £10 and 


—— 


~MANOR OF ASTON LOCAL BOARD. 


The Annual Report for 1892 of Mr. Benjamin Bolt, Inspector, says 
-of the Food and Drugs Acts, during the 12 months aiiting Deaibes 
31st, 1892, I have taken for the purpose of analysis, under the pro- 
Visions of the above Acts, 217 samples, viz. :— 





EEE 
er rS . : wa x | 
Sul 3s | 2 \,38io.0| 8/3 
Nature offS-a 3 | 8 |23 ee z Es : 
Notices. [§ 8) & |S (28/558) 8 |g | Fines. || Cash. 
52\2|/8 8 aok| 2 | a | 
A a sR oie PA 
Iola heen iii Terra sai ea Ge 
mae oiler eat Tap age 12 7 1 8*0 0] 413° 6 
Butter .. ‘| Opie. 2 Sas 16a OF Ole 4 
Lard ee 1 1 ee ee 7 ee ee ee _ p 
Coffee ..| 38 Seow at: Enki Aate “e 
Mustard i 1 ee . ee ee ee ees 
DOE swe. Rh Battee oh we fis went | nee -[u o ar ae 
Spirits ee 35 34 1 ee 1 ee ee ee ee 
Total ..|217 l186 20} 11] 15 | 15] 1 £24 0 Ol] £913 0 
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The following is the extent of milk adulteration during the year 
1892, according to the analysts’ certificates :— 


3 samples were adulterated with 5 per cent. of added water. 


1 sample was Py » 6 per cent. 3 f 
1 ” ” ” ” 8 per cent. 99 0 
1 Aang nmaly 99 > 9 per cent. m a 
Pte ar 9 9h », 11 per cent. - fs 
1 », 10 per cent. is nA 


” ” ge 
and deficient of 20 per cent. of its cream. 
1 sample was adulterated with 20 per cent. of added water, 
and deficient of 20 per cent. of its cream. 
5 samples were deficient of 15 per cent. of cream. 


2 e eS As 25 per cent. 
2 <p < fe 27 per cent. . 
1 sample was + 31 per cent. ¥ 
ee ss ” 33 per cent, ” 


Bourter ADULTERATION. 


3 samples consisted entirely of fat foreign to butter. 
1 sample was adulterated with 66 per cent. of fat foreign to butter. 
2 samples were + 75 per cent. 

zs oS ne 80 per cent. 
1 sample was re 90 per cent. 


Sprzit ADULTERATION. 


1 sample of gin was adulterated ; it being 43 degrees under proof, 
35 geares under proof being allowed by the Act. The vendor was 
cautioned. 


2 samples were taken under the Margarine Act, with fines and 
costs amounting to £13 19s. 


[The report is an excellent one, and shows earnest work in every 
department. We would have liked to have given the sanitary work 
in detail, but demands upon our space prevent our doing so.] 





AN AMUSING SAUSAGE STORY. 





In the Bloomsbury County-court, on the 18th inst,, Judge Bacon 
had before him the case of Tomkins v. Smith, which was an action 
brought by Messrs. Tomkins Brothers, butchers, to recover 
£9 16s. 10d. for meat supplied to Mr. Smith, of the Edinburgh 
Castle, Welbeck-street, Cavendish-square. Percy Owen, in the 
employ of the plaintiffs, proved the delivery of the meat. The defen- 
dant said he declined to pay because several of the joints were bad, 
and the sausages too. His honour (handing plaintiffs’ account to 
the defendant) : Can you put your finger upon any lot of sausages 
that were bad. The defendant: No, but the plaintiffs admitted that 
there was a finger in one lot of sausages. (Laughter). One of their 
men had his finger chopped off, and they said it went into the 
sausages. (Renewed laughter.) Defendant, continuing, said he had 
lost some of his best customers through the bad meat. On one 
eccasion directly he put a knife into a joint, some of his customers 

ot up and went out, and never returned. (Laughter.) He had sus- 
tained great losses through it. His honour said it was the merest 
nonsense in the world. If the defendant lost his customers it was 
his own fault for putting stinking meat before them. His honour 
gave judgment for the plaintiffs for the amount claimed with costs. 


FOOD PROSECUTIONS. 


MEAT. 

In the Dumbarton Sheriff-court, on the 20th inst., before Sheriff 
Gebbie, Robert Kinloch, flesher, Main-street, Renton, was charged 
at the instance of Mr. David Dunbar, sanitary inspector for the 
county of Dumbarton, with owning or having in his possession, on 
the 19th November last, a carcase of a cow intended for human food, 
and which was unfit for human food. Mr. Cockburn, depute-prose- 
cutor, represented Mr. Dunbar, and called that gentleman as the 
first witness. Mr. W. B. Thomson, writer, who represented Kinloch, 
objected to the competency of Dunbar being examined as a witness. 
He held that it was like a fiscal putting himself into the witness 
box. Mr. Cockburn said they had analogous action in poaching 
cases. Mr. Thomson said it is an elementary principle in law that 
the prosecutor cannot also appear as witness. After discussing the 
point at some length, the Sheriff took the opportunity of looking up 
authorities on the point, and repelled the objection. Mr. Thomson 
asked that his objection should be noted. Mr. Dunbar, in course of 
examination, said he seized the carcase in the slaughter-house. It 
exhibited deposits of tuberculosis on the pleura, lungs, liver, and 
kidneys. It was unmistakably bad. He based his opinion as to 
Kinloch’s intention to sell it from the careful manner in which it 
was dressed. Kinloch stated that he had bought a better cow at 27s. 

At Bootle Police-court, on the 16th inst, Thomas Ellidge, butcher 
18, Queen’s-road, Bootle, was summoned for having on his premises 
a quantity of bad meat. Mr. J.H. Farmer (Town Clerk) prosecuted. 
Mr. Daley, inspector of nuisances, stated that, from information re- 
ceived, he visited the defondant’s premises on the 11th inst., and 
found 19 lbs. of meat in a basket on the floor of theshop. It was 
in such a position that it could be seen by any customer. Witness 
examined the meat, which smelt abominabdly, was soft and sodden, 
and quite unfit for food. He submitted it to tne medical officer, who 
gave a certificate as to its condition. Witness also found 9 lbs. of 
meat in a similar condition in a bag in the cellar. Defendant stated 
that he had quite forgotten that the meat was in the cellar, and the 
defendant’s boy said the 9 lbs. was the remainder of a portion he 
had removed. This meat had been in pickle. Dr. Sprakeling, medi- 
cal officer, said all the meat was soft and sodden, very moist, and 
had an unpleasant smell. A portion of it had a greenish colour. 
There was one piece which apparen'‘ly had been packed in salt a long 
time, was hard, and had an unpleasant smell when cut. The whole 
lot appeared to him quite unfit for food. Defendant, in his defence, 
admitted that the meat was bad, but said it was not intended for 
sale. He had putit on the floor, and nobody put meat on the floor 
that was intended for sale. It was meat that had gone bad in pickle, 
and the best meat sometimes went bad in pickle. Mr. Farmer 
pointed out that it was an offence for a butcher to have bad meat on 
his premises. He should have destroyed it as soon as it became bad. 
The Bench imposed a fine of 203. and costs. 











CORRESPONDENCE. 


SALFORD BUTTER PROSECUTION. 
To the Evirors of Foop, Druas anp DRINK. 

Srrs,—In the above case any remarks you made were, I presume, 
made upon the assumption your information was correct. 

As a matter of fact, your information was at fault in at least two 

oints. 
7 There was no question of professional ethics involved, as the 
Town Clerk of Salford (and this Mr. J. C. Bell knew) advised 
defendant to take his portion cf the butter to me for analysis. 

The other point is the question of another analyst’s certificate 
being admitted as against the public analyst. This, I may say, is 
never accepted in Lancashire, and therefore the defendant’s analyst 
invariably, as I did, gives evidence in court. 

The lesson this case should teach public analysts is, that besides 
the question of accurate analysis there must be more care exercised 
in the securing of samples, so that if tampered with detection must 
ensue. If the sample I received had been tampered with there were 
no indications. 

Yours faithfully, 
C. Estcourt, F.1.C 

City Laboratory, St. Andrew’s-chambers, 

20, Albert-square (corner of Mount-street). 
Manchester, 20th January, 1893. 





THE SALFORD BUTTER CASE. 





At their last meeting the Health Committee of the County 
Borough of Salford, passed the following resolution in refer- 
ence to the recent prosecution of Mr. W. Torkington, grocer, 
273, Chapel-street, Salford, who was summoned before Mr, 
Makinson, the stipendiary, for selling a sample of butter, which 
on analysis was found to have been adulterated with 70 per 
cent. of foreign fat. The defence was that the analyst, Mr. J. 
Carter Bell, was wrong in his analysis, and Mr. Makinson said 
there was fraud ora mistake, and dismissed the case: “ That 
this committee are of opinion that the analysis made by Mr. 
J. Carter Bell in this case was correct, and that they have 
every confidence in his capacity.” 
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THE IRISH VICEROY AND IRISH INDUSTRIES. 


To the Epvitors of Foop Druas AND DRINK. 


Sirs,—I was much interested by the article which appeared 
in your issue of the 14th inst. under the above heading. 

That the failure of two of the three summonses which were 
issued against Mr. T. J. Lipton, on charges of infringing the 
Merchandise Marks, 1887, was a disappointment to those 
traders who, against odds, are striving to protect the Irish and 
English provision trade from the disastrous results of unfair 
competition in American provisions, must be admitted. It 
was, indeed, disheartening to find that the Merchandise Marks 
Act, 1887, had proved worthless asa protection to the home 
provision trade—the Act which Baron de Worms and Mr. 
Mundella, as members of the Commission, which in 1890 met 
to inquire into the matter of the misdescribing of foreign pro- 
duce, assured the traders, who gave evidence before them, 
only required to be enforced to give all the protection 
sought. Efforts have been made to enforce it—efforts which 
at times were almost strangled by the coils of red tape which 
safeguard the wonderful workings of a Government office— 
and the result which one is forced to come to is, that the Act 
in its present form is practically useless. Its machinery is 
cumbrous to put in motion; no inspectors are appointed to en- 
force its provisions; and the unfortunate private individual 
who attempts to move it against a wrong doer, is at once 
siezed and held up to scorn as an example of petty trade 
jealousy. 


I agree with you that Lord Houghton cannot have taken the 
trouble to understand the nature of T. J. Lipton’s case; nor 
can he have considered the result of his action. His remit- 
ting of the fine imposed upon T. J. Lipton seems to me to be 
the offering of a premium to traders who, like Mr. Lipton, re- 
fuse to describe American bacon and hams with plain 
intelligible descriptions. Mr. Lipton’s method of describing 
American provisions may be without the reach of the arm of 
that most indefinite of Acts, the Merchandise Marks Acts; 
but, so long as Mr. Lipton refuses to describe his American 
bacon and hams as what they are, there remains the broad 
inference that it is not to Mr. Lipton’s advantage to have it 
known that his American bacon and hams are American. 

It does not seem to have occurred to his lordship that it 
would be quite an easy matter for those traders who take ex- 
ception to Mr. Lipton’s method of describing American pro- 
visions to adopt a course similar to Mr. Lipton, and gain all 
the advantages to be derived thereby; and consequently it 
could not of course have dawned upon his lordship’s intellect 
that the efforts of those traders, who are strivirg to establish 
a fair and honest method of describing American provisions, 
are not directed for their own benefit so much as for the 
benefit of the pig-producing agriculturist. Indeed, it seems 
that under the’ present administration the agriculturist, who 
once produced pigs to his own profit, is in a fair way to be 
wiped out. Farmers are becoming year by year more dis- 
heartened by the price of the pig markets, and the cause is, 
that each year enormous quantiiies of American provisions 
are sold as English and Irish, and as a consequence the de- 
mand for the real home article is reduced. 

An effort is being made to have the Merchandise Marks 
Act, 1887, amended, so that the descriptions placed on 
American bacon and hams shall be such as cannot possibly 
mislead the consumer; and it is to be hoped that all persons 
interested in the provision trade of England and Ireland, and 
all persons to whom fair and honest trading commends itself, 
will support and assist those who are making that effort. I 
am, Sirs, yours obediently, 

JouHn Moors, 
Secretary Provision Curers’ Association 


of Ulster. 
Garfield Chambers, 


Royal Avenue, Belfast. 








NOTICE. 


Tue Editors beg to thank the many Public Analysts, Medical 
Officers of Health, Sanitary Inspectors, and Inspectors under 
the Food and Drugs’ Acts, who have sent reports, notes of cases 
and written approving of the objects of Foop, Druas AND 
Drink, and will be glad if Public Analysts and Medical Officers 
of Health generally will oblige by sending regularly their reports 
and such cases of importance as occur in their districts, 











WEDNESDAY’S PRODUCE MARKETS. 





Grarn on the Baltic. No actual business has been recorded, and 
in the latter part of the day further bids were not obtainable. There 
are buyers of Australian, January-February, at 31s. 9d., and of 
Oregon, nearly due, at 32s. 6d. Maize is more active, the following 
sales are reported :—Poti, loading, per Faedrelandet, 21s. 103d., and 
per Adventure, 22s. 44d.; Casablanca, loading, 22s. 9d.; Galatz- 
Foxanian, Frebruary-March, and February-March o.s., 21s. 3d. 
Barley is quiet, with values nominally unaltered. Oats are slow, at 
recent currencies. Black Swedish, April-May, 18s. 6d. per 336lb. 
sellers. Beans dull and inactive. 


At Marx-Lane the attendance was thin and business was on @ re- 
stricted scale. English wheat ruled dull at about late rates. 
Foreign was very slow, but prices were unaltered. Flour was sold 
slowly at recent currencies. Maize was firmly held, but there was 
very little doing. Barley quiet at Monday’s figures. Oats firm with 
a moderate trade. Beans and peas unchanged, 


At Liverroon, Wheat on the spot met with only a moderate de- 
mand. Sales estimated at 10,000 centals, February delivery at 
6s. 44d. 


At Eprnsureu supplies were considerably under the average. 
Wheat made last week’s prices, and best barley maintained previous 
rates, but secondary was in favour of buyers. Oats were active at 
6d. qr. advance, 


At Guascow wheat was unchanged and fairly steady, and flour 
quiet. Indian corn, being more plentiful on the spot, was 6d. lower 
from the extreme prices of last week, and peas 3d. worse. , 


Provistons—Bourtter—In London Noimandy remains flat, and 
while nominally unchanged at 108s. to 116s. for ordinary baskets, 
and 120s. to 130s. for extra mild, lower prices are taken to do 
business. Danish is scarce on the spot, and for choice 122s. to 12:8, 
is quoted. Australian has a quiet market, choice making 110s. to 
112s. In Liverpool, American butter is slow of sale, and recent 
quotations are repeated. Margarine steady and values unchanged. 
Oleo is firm, and some brands are dearer in price. 


At Cork there was a general drop of from 2s, to 3s. a cwt. in the 
prices of salt butter. Mild-cured brands continue scarce and in 
active demand at improved rates. Quotations :—Mild cured—milds, 
114s.; ordinary seconds, 116s.; thirds, 91s.; fourths, 71s.; kegs— 
fourths, 71s. 


Merat.—At the Central Meat Market the trade was very dragging, 
and it is with great difficulty the prices quoted have been realised, a 
large quantity being still left on hand. 





8. d. 3s. d. Seade teed. 
Beef—Inferior 2 4to2 8 Pork—English 4 8to5 0 
Middling 2 8—8 0 Trish’... os) O—4 2 
Prime,longsides3 8—4 0 Dutch.. «ae 310—4 0 
Scotch, short Ostend -- 4 0—4 6 
sides.. 310—4 4 Mutton—Inferior 2 4—2 8 
Liverpool and Middling - 38 0—3 4 
Deptford killed Prime.. - 4 0—4 4 
American .. 3 4—83 6 Scotch e» 4 O—4 4 
Refrig, Hind-qr, Dutch.. - 3 4—3 8 
of American 3 0—3 8 Frozen Mutton 
Do,, Fore-qrs, New Zealand 2 5—2 10 
of American 110—2 2 Australian .. 2 O0O—2 6 
Veal—English 4 4—4 8 River Plate 110—2 0 
Dutch... 4 0—4 8 Frozen Lamb.. 38 O0—3 4 


€ucar—In London, British refined was in good demand at firm 
rates. Crystals quiet, and dried goods unchanged. Quotations :— 
Tate's No. lcubes, 21s.; No. 2, 20s. 6d.; crushed, 18s. 6d. Mar- 
tineau’s No. 1 cubes, 20s. 6d. ; No. 2, 19s. ; Titler’s, 19s. 3d. ; 
crushed, in barrels, 203. 9d. ; pulverized, 19s. ; chips, 18s. 64d. ; 
granulated, 18s. 3d.; white crystals, 19s. 3d., 18s. 9d., and 18s. 3d. ; 
yellow, 17s. 3d.; golden syrups, 10s., 8s. 3d., and 7s. 6d. Luyle’s 
granulated, 18s. 3d. ; yellow crystallized, O., 17s. 9d. ; P., 17s. 6d. ; 
M., 16s. 3d.; crystals, No.1, 18s. 9d.; No. 3, 18s. Od. Fowler’s 
golden syrup, 14s. 6d. Foreign refined steady with a small business. 
In Liverpool there was complete stagnation. 


Correr.—The auctions in London comprised only 970 packages, 
the bulk of which sold at full prices. Colombian, fine ordinary 
greenish, 94s. to 97s. 6d.; fine bold yellowish, 97s. 6d. to 98s.; fine 
bold greenish, 101s. 6d.; mottled grayish mixed pale, 102s.; mottled 
grayish to half gray, 107s. 6d. to 108s. 6d.; garblings, 58s. to 61s. ; 
new Grenada medium to bold hard gray, 96s. to 101s. (London 
cleaned); fine bold blue, 110s.; medium, 101s. 6d. to 107s. €d.; 
small, 90s. 6d. to 96s.; peaberry, 1183. ; inferior, 108s. 6d. to 111; 
Guatemala (London cleaned)—fine bold blue, 110s. 6d.; medium, 
107s. 6d.; mixed small, 90s. 6d.; peaberry, 1203. 6d. Nicaragua 
(London cleaned)—fine bold blue, 110s. 6d.; medium, 107s, 6d,; 
small mixed, 91s. 6d.; peaberry, 121s. 6d. No sales of any import- 
ance took place in Liverpool. 


Tra maintains a strong position, and the range of prices in London 
for all grades is practically unchanged. At auction 5,972 packages 
China were offered, of which only 502 were Congou. Fair black leaf 
was withdrawn at 73d. to 8d. and a small break of Paklin in mats 
was disposed of at 7$d.; 14,700 packages of Indian sold, lowest 
grades continuing in strong demand at fully recent rates. Good 
Pekoes about 10d., however ruled barely steady. 
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~~ KINGSFORD’S 


HAMAMELIS © 


MEDICATED PAPER 


FOR THE W.C. 








KINGSFORD & CO., 54, Piccadilly, LONDON, W. 


hate PERFECTION ATTAINED. 


Dr. G. J. Coulter's COMBINED VAPORIZER & INHALER. 


The Champion Volatilizer, A New Canadian Invention. 
A New Instrument for Vaporising Oils and Drugs for Inhalation, and for 


DISINEFECTING AND DEODORISING SICK ROOMS, 


Hospitals, Public Buildings, Railway Carriages, &c., also for Perfuming Parlours, Churches, Opera Houses, &c. 

Excels all other Inhalers, as it reduces Drugs and Oils to vapour, in which condition only can they reach the 
cavities and air passages to be medicated, thus acting directly in the treatment of Diseases of the 
Nose, Throat, and Mumgs such as Consumption, Bronchitis, Asthma, Whooping Cough, Croup, Diph- 
theria, Catarrh, Hay Fever, and Influenza. 





























VOCALISTS and ADV ANTAGES.—1. A non-irritating, thoroughly medicated vapour is obtained; the reservoir contain- 
ing the medicated sponge being placed at a distance of 8 or 10 inches from the boiling water, and complete volati- 
ELOCUTIONISTS lization of the healing prescription to be inhaled is effected, thus insuring its reaching directly the part affected. 


Other so-called vaporizers are only atomizers, breaking the medicine into fluid particles, which are not diffusible, 
and are too heavy to be inspired.—2. By vaporizing antiseptics, it quickly sterilizes the whole of the atmosphere 
of a room or building in cases of iufectious diseases, thereby abolishing the danger of infection in cases of Diph- | 
theria, Scarlet Fever, Cholera, Measles, &c., &c.—3. It is simple, durable, convenient of manipulation, and 

, absolutely proof against explosion or fire, as a safety lamp accompanies each instrument. 

It is the only volatilizer that is unanimously endorsed and recommended by medical men, sanitarians, and 
chemists, amongst whom are the following:—W. B. GEIKIE, M.D.. C.R., D.C.L., Fellow Royal College of 
Surgeons, Edinburgh, L.R.C.P., London, Dean of Trinity Medical College, Toronto; H, C, WOOD, M.D., 
LL.D., Professor of Materia Medica and Therapeutics, and Clinical Professor of Diseases of the Nervous 
System in the University of Pennsylvania; G, STERLING RYERSON, M.D., C.M., L.R.0.8. Edinburgh, 
Professor of Opthalmology and Otology, Trinity Medical College, Toronto; N. A. POWELL, M.D., Lecturer on 
Surgical Appliances and Lemonstrator of Anatomy, Trinitv Medical College, also Lecturer on Practice of 
Surgery, Woman’s Medical College, Toronto; WM. PORTER, M.D., Professor of Diseases of the Chest, 
Laryngology, and Clinical Medicine, St. Louis College of Physicians and Surgeons, Consulting Physician to 
the Throat and Chest Department of the City Hospital, &c.; C. O’REILEY, 
M.D., Medical Superintendent Toronto General Hospital; G. R. McDONAGH, 
M'D., L.R.C.P. London, Instructor of Laryngology and Rhinology, University of 
Toronto; CHARLES DENISON, M.D., Prof. of Diseases of the Chest and Clima- 
tology, University of Denver, Colorado ; FREDERICK W. STRANGE, M.R.C.S, 
England, Toronto; SIR JAMES GRANT, M.D., Ottawa; F. LYDSTON NEW- 
MAN, M.D., Lecturer Materia Medica, Detroit College of Medicine; CYPRUS 
EDSON, M.D., President of the Board of Pharmacy, City and County oi New 
York; NORMAN ALLEN, M.D., C.M., M.R.C.S. England, Medical Health 
Officer, Toronto; C. P. AVISN, M.D., Demonstrator of Materia Medica and 
Pharmacy, Medical Faculty of Toronto University, Professor of Materia Medica 
and Botany, Ontario College of Pharmacy; J. T. FOTHERINGHAM, M.B., 
M.D., C.M., Professor of Microscopy and Materia Medica, Ontario College of Pharmacy, Toronto ; 
CHAS. B. HEEBNER, Px. G., Professor of Pharmacy and Director of the Pharmacal Laboratory, 
Ontario College of Pharmacy, Toronto. Formerly Instructor of Pharmacy at the College of Pharmacy 
of the City of New York; MOREAU R. BROWN, M.D., Lecturer on Laryngology and Rhinology, 
Chicago Polyclinic; EISEN BOCKIUS, M.S., M.D., LL.B., late Prof. of Medical Law, College of 
Physicians and Surgeons, Chicago, } 

y order of the Surgeon-General of the United States Army, Dr, Coulter’s Combined Vaporizers 
are in use in the United States Army Post Hospitals. With each Instrument of Dr. Coulter’s Approved Vaporized Remedies in Phthisis, Influenza, Catarrh, Whooping 
Cough, Croup, Diphtheria, Sore Throat, Bronchitis, Asthma, Quinsey, Hay Fever, Pneumonia, Typhoid Fever, &e., &c. 


Will find the Va- 
poriser of very 
great benefit in 
loss of Voice or 
Throat Complica- 
tions. 


—_. 


Made of Copper 
andBrass, Nickel- 
plated. It has 
no Glass Tubes, 
and no Valves to 
get out of order. 





Price 


22/6 


With Perfumer 
and Deodoriser 
Attachment, 





Descriptive Pamphlet with Testimonials on application. May be obtained from any of the leading Druggists Snd Surgical Instrument 
Makers, from Marshall & Co., 217, Buchanan St., Glasgow, or Direct from 


THE COULTER VAPORIZER COMPANY, Limited, 24, Charing Cross, Whitehall, LONDON. 


Awarded a Silver Medal at the International Health Exhibition, 1884. 


TUSON’S DISINPHCTAN'TS. 


H.M. BOARD OF TRADE. 








AUTHORISED BY 











Jean by 18 oa "a POWDER. 


Used largely by the CITY OF LONDON for deodorising the wood pavements, market purposes, etc. ; also by the LONDON 
COUNTY COUNCIL, Hornsey, Beckenham Grantham, Doncaster and other Local Boards, Hospitals, Railways, etc. 


No household should be without them, as they destroy not merely mask bad smells. 


The Medical Officer of Health and Public Analyst for the City of London (Dr. SEDGWICK SAUNDERS, 
F.I.C., F.C.S., F.S. A., etc.), in an official report to the Commissioners of Sewers as far back as 1889, states as follows :—‘* During 
the past summer months I have found ‘Tuson’s Distnrectina Fuum’ extremely valuable for watering the public roadways, for which 


purpose a 2 or 3 per cent. solution may be used.” 

Dr. Thorne Thorne, C.B., F.R.S., Principal Medical Officer of H.M. Local Government 
Board, in his Memorandum of August 26th, 1892, on HPIDEMIC DISEASE advises 
the use of PERCHLORIDE OF MERCURY and SULPHUROUS ACID. 

| N.B.—Tuson’s Disinfectants contain these two substances in large quantities and various forms, 


Order of your Local Chemist, and if not obtainable apply for Pamphlet and full particulars 


vNow Charlton, Keat, ortho’ City Offices: 136-7 Palmerston Buildings, Old Broad Street, £.C. 
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SUTHERLAND” BRAND 


ENGLISH Heit ik PROVISIONS. cae 
English Rolled Ox Tongues, a cn fy Corned Beef, | WI 


Spiced Beef, e (eS A Be Brawn, &c., fio. 
Tab Pressed Beef, ae WRITE FOR PRICE LIST TO 
J. & A. CARPENTER, Sutherland Place, Walworth, S. E. 


IMPORTANT TO DOCTORS. 


SUPERIORITY OF SPANISH APERIENT WATERS OVER THE GERMAN, 


DR. WEX, official chemist to the town of Hambourg, places RUBINAT before the most vaunted of the German purgative waters :— 

In action the RUBINAT is unique, for while it is effective, having a special action upon the liver, it has none of the drastic and oft-time3 irritating effects of the 
other waters, which chiefly depend for their action upon the magnesian salts of which they are largely composed. 

Analysis made by PROFESSOR BOUCHARDAT, in his lecture to the eee of Medicine in BoE = 























Sulphate of Soda -. 1485°361 
= Potash " 3'548 

* Magnesia .. £0 801 

ime 29°934 

Chloride of Sodium se A ae 81:708 
Silica, Alumina, Ferric of Oxide (traces) “o ee oe of 462 
Total of Solids (in grains) 1601°321 


The usual dose for obta‘ning a sure ani non-irritating action from RUBINAT water is from half to one wine glassful, to be taken in the morning, fasting ; the 
water acts geval especially if followed by a cup of tea or coffee. 

The RUBINAT aperient water is invaluable in all intestinal complaints, constipation, congestion, gastric fever, accumulations of bile or other substances, and, 
generally, in all abdominal obstructions. 


RUBINAT (:tion'7 SPANISH APERIENT MINERAL WATER.) 


THE ONLY ONE AUTHORISED BY THE ACADEMY OF MEDICINE OF PARIS. LARGE GOLD MEDAL, 
Sole Importers :—-E. GALLAIS & CO. 90, Piccadilly, London, 
GENERAL DEPOT FOR MINERAL WATERS, ST. RAPHAEL WINE, etc. 


WHISKY FOR THE GOUTY AND DIABETIC. 
FINEST OLD SCOTCH 


CAVEN DIS H (16 YEARS OLD) 
WHISKY. 


BONDED AND BOTTLED BY 
CAVENDISH, EDENBOROUGH & CO., 4, CULLUM STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


Che Sanitary Record 


w. 





(SPECIAL DIETETIC) 





GOLD MEDAL, LONDON, 1885. 
GOLD MEDAL, BRUSSELS EXHIBITION, 1888. 
DIPLOMA OF HONOUR (Highest Award), FOOD EXHIBITION, 


IS FULL OF 
1889. 
Information Useful to Householders and all 
M FE R E D | T | & D R EW Interested in Maintaining Public, Personal and 
(AMALGAMATED) Social Health. 


HIGH-CLASS BISCUITS &% CAKES, 


ESPECIALLY ADAPTED FOR LICENSED VICTUALLERS, 
HOTEL PROPRIETORS & REFRESHMENT CONTRACTORS. 


Their various manufactures are made from the finest material, and 
manipulated by machinery of the highest order. 


Vans 10 ALL Parts Datny. 
Office and Works:-—SHADWELL, E, 


PRICE LISTS ON APPLICATION. 





Published on the 1st and 15th of each Month, at 
60, St. Martin’s Lane, W.C. 


Annual Subscription (including postage throughout the 
world), 10s.; Single Copies 6d., post free 7d. 


The ‘* Diary,” price 2s. 6d.,~ presented to Annual 
Subscribers. 


SS se, 
Printed for the Proprietors and Published by Frx1x JoserH THompson, for the Foop, Druas, anp Drink NewsrarER Company, at their Office, 


183, Strand, London, W.C. 


All communications to he addressedto the Editors. 
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ENTERED AT STATIONERS’ HALL. 


Vou. I.—No. 26. "| LONDON: SATURDAY, FEBRUARY 4, 1898, SUP" Dcr'vane 


ROYAL TABLE MARMALADE, 


A DELICIOUS PRESERVE OF ORANGES AND LEMONS. 


In 1-lb. and 2-lb. Glass Jars. 












SOLD BY GROCERS THROUGHOUT THE UNITED KINGDOM. 


GROSSE & BLACKWELL, LIMITED, S0HO SQUARE, LONDON. 


“a & MILKMAID 
5 ax 
gy ConpENSED MILK 
Je) Largest Sale in the World 
: ig , The Original and the Best. 
* Contains the Most Cream. 








iver 
TRADE MAR 


CONTAINS in an EASILY ~_GONTAINS in an EASILY DIGESTIBLE 
FORM the ALBUMEN and FIBRIN, 
the NUTRITIOUS CONSTITUENTS of 
PRIME OX BEEF. 
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“SANITAS” DISINFECTANTS 


Unlike most disinfectants—snch as the Coal Tar products—do not rob the air of its vital Oxygen (so essential to animal life), nor 
merely hide the foul smells of decomposition by their own odour: they actually generate Oxygen in an active form, and destroy 
offensive matters and disease germs. Moreover, the “SANITAS” Disinfectants are non-poisonous, do not stain, are pleasant in 
use, and natural in character. ~» bos , : 
‘We do, not recommend any one of our manufactures for all purposes, but there are distinct “SANITAS” preparations and 
‘appliances for various applications. eS 
Apart from the important consideration that the “SANITAS” Disinfectants have emanated from a well-known chemist 
(Mr. C. T. Kinazert, F.1.C., F.C.S.), they have received testimony from Sir Henry Roscoz, M.P., F.R.S, ; Sir Coartes Cameron, 
M.LD., F.R.C.S.L, F.LC., &c. ; Professor T. E. Toorrs, F.R.S., F.LC., F.C.S. ; B. W. Rronarpson, M.D., F.R.S.; A. B. Grirrirus, . 
Ph.D., F.R.S.E., F.0.8. ; R. A. Hartann, F.LC., F.C.S. ; J. Baynzs, F.LC., F.C.S. ; T. Parmer, B.Sc., F.C.S. ; and innumerable 
other Chemical and Medical Authorities ; and have received the approval in use of most of the Medical Officers of Health in the 


“" “MERCURIC BACTERICIDE” 


Is another scientific preparation of the SANITAS COMPANY, manufactured under a patent of Mr. C. T. Krnezert, and 
undoubtedly presents the very best form in which Corrosive Sublimate can be used as an antiseptic and disinfecting agent, for it is 
associated ina perfectly stable form with Peroxide of Hydrogen, so that it acts not merely as a germicide and antiseptic, but also as 
an oxidising agent, thus destroying toxic products. The SANITAS COMPANY, however, recommend in preference thereto, the 
use of their “SANITAS” Fluid and Oil, for they serve just as well in practice, and are free from any danger in use, 


“PRESERVED PEROXIDE OF HYDROGEN,” 


Prepared under another patent of Mr. Ktnazerr’s by the SANITAS COMPANY, is an extremely stable and useful article, available 
for use on an extended scale as an antiseptic, disinfectant and bleaching agent, and having peculiar advantages for particular 
applications. 











Pamphlets, fully descriptive of all these manufactures, may be obtained free on application to 


The SANITAS COMPANY, Lim., Bethnal Green, London, E. 


Cy To"RINGZE YT tao Cee eee 


Author of “Animal Chemistry ’’ (Longmans and Co.) ; “The Alkali Trade" (Longmans and Co.) ; 
and “Nature’s Hygiene’ (Balliere and Co.) ; ée., 


Managing Director and Chemist. 


BANCROFTS LARD. 


BOAR’S HEAD BRAND. 
ABS Oh Oe rer ee ee 


We guarantee our Lard to be perfectly free from water or any other adulteration. We only make 
ONE quality, viz. :— 


ABSOLUTBRLY PURH LARD. 
BANCROFT: & CO., Ltd., Lard Refiners, LIVERPOOL. 
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CRUEL CHBEAPNESS!! 





Surely these words apply to the low-priced Baking Powders sold, containing in some instances a quarter of their bulk in ALUM. Persons 
eating food containing it are SERIOUSLY INJURED, and children taking it day by day suffer from indigestion in its worst form. 


CRUEL CHEAPNESS— 


because the persons using it have no idea of hurtful effects. 


FREEMAN'S BAKING & EGG POW 


Contains NO ALUM or any injurious ingredient, and has had a sale all over the kingdom for twenty-two years. 
Ten Analytical Chemists testify to its strength and purity. PROPRIETOR®’ guarantee on each BOX. 


[<= Sold by every London Wholesale House at List Prices. Lists on application. 


FREEMAN & HILDYARD, LONDON, S.E. 


Liverpool Branch—60, Stanley Street. Birmingham Branch—47,2Soho Hill. 
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“MALT. COFFEE.’ 


(Patented.) 


Prepared from delicious Mocha Coffee and Nourishing Malt. It 
does not excite the Nerves like pure Coffee, or effect the liver like 


Chicory, prevents and cures indigestion, and is as nourishing a3 Ale 
or Stout. 


Grocers will find this a good paying Coffee, without risk of Prosecution. 


MALT -COFFEE COMPANY. 


(Proprietors, KRIKORIAN BROS.) 


MONUMENT BUILDINGS, LONDON, E.C. 


CALLARD’S FOODS 


DIABETES—INDIGESTION—OBESITY, 
146, NEW BOND STREET, LONDON. 
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NOTICE. 
All communications for the Editors to be addressed to the Editors, 
183, Strand, London, W.C. 


Advertisements to be addressed to The Publisher, and if intended for 


the current issue should reach the Office, 183, Strand, London, W.C., by 
Thursday morning. 








DISEASE AND DISINFECTANTS. 





“ Frrry cases of typhoid fever resulting in five deaths,” is the 
. startling revelation of the results of using in one district aione, 
the abominablo fraudulent disinfectant of which we last week 
gave an exposure. Earnest sanitarians of every class have asked 
for the appointment of a Minister of Public Health, and their 
requests have been supported bythe medical journals, The follow- 
ing revelation of how we are equipped for fighting cholera, should 
the scourge pay us a visit, ought to arouse Government to an 
appreciation of the truth that we could well afford to do without 
Ministerial absurdities, such as the Chancellorship of the Duchy 
of Lancaster, to have one whose first duty would be the safe- 
guarding of public health. In how many other towns and villages 
throughout the United Kingdom is black-hearted fraud robbing 
and slaying our fellow creatures? No country can be called 
governed that tolerates rascality of the kind revealed in this 
report of Dr. Barwiso, and provides no means of punishing it. 
The question indeed needs to be asked—How much longer will 
this state of things be tolerated ? The serious results shown by the 
report and letter, are such that we will be glad if other Medical 
Officers of Health, under whose notice this disinfectant has 
come, will communicate particulars of any cases they know of; 
and if any one can oblige us with the address of the London 
Pure Drug Company, it may enable steps to be taken to put a 
stop to this dangerous swindle, which is certainly one that 
demands prompt attention by the authorities. 


‘ 





‘‘ Orrick OF THE DEeRBysHIRE County CoUNCIL, 
‘40, Sr. Mary's Gate, Dersy, 
31 January, 1893. 


“ To the Evitors of Foop, Druas anp: Drink. 


‘* Dear Sir,—Seeing in your issue of the 28th January an exposure 
of the ‘ Victoria Carbolic Disinfectant Powder,’’ I send you an 
account of an epidemic of typhoid fever in which this powder, which 
is advertised as containing 15% of carbolic acid, was used for the 
purpose of disinfecting the feces. Large quantities were used, but 
the fact that the typhoid germs were carried nearly half a mile in the 
subsoil water, and then produced other cases of the disease, shows 
that the powder had no effect upon them. Altogether about fifty . 
cases have occurred, resulting in five deaths. 

‘‘T enclose you a copy of my report upon the outbreak, and I 
thank you for your exposure of this dangerous fraud. 


‘*T am, yours truly, 
‘Srpney Barwise.” 


“ Outbreak of Typhoid Fever at Wingfield, Derbyshire. 


‘* During the last twelve months there has been a serious outbreak 
of typhoid fever in the village of South Wingfield. Nearly all the 
cases occurred on the side of the hill running up to the west from 
the river Amber, and rising about 100 feet in a quarter of a mile. 
The sub-soil is shallow, and composed of ratchil lying on a hard 
flagstone, which dips like the surface, towards the river ; the houses 
are supplied with water from surface wells, which are merely lined 
with porous brick or stone; not set in cement, for the upper twelve 
feet, nor are any other precautions taken to keep out pollutions from 
the surface. The water in these wells is practically the same, as it 
is slowly percolating through the layers of flagstone and shale 
towards the river. 

‘* Given the presence of the typhoid bacillus in the soil at any spot, 
all the wells on a lower level may become contaminated, some might 
escape, but it would be purely accidentally if they did. This is, in 
my opinion, what has actually happened. 

‘‘] was informed that the first case on the hill side was Bramley’s ; 
this family resided in a house near the top of the hill. The typhoid 
excreta were well mixed with some carbolic powder, sold as the 
‘ Victoria Disinfectant,’ and (supposed to contain 15% of carbolic 
acid) and then buried in the front garden. On the lower side of the 
garden is a well, the people who drank the water from it were 
attacked next, they in their turn carefully buried the excreta (after 
mixing with a certain amount of this more or less disinfecting sub- 
stance.) A little further down the hill is the well used by Harvey’s; 
this family was attacked next. Lower down still is a well used by 
seven houses, and in these seven hous:s more than twenty people 
have .been seized. There is, however, one case, Hawksley's, at a 
higher level than any of the cases mentioned, but this person had 
regularly drank water from the last well mentioned. 

‘*T obtained asample of the disinfectant used at Police Constable 
Wilson’s, who with his wife and three children is now suffering from 
typhoid, and I learned that it is the practice to place a handful of 
this carbolic powder in the chamber before removing the typhoid 
excreta, and then to bury the contents: 

‘With regard to the disposal of the infected excreta, they must 
first be disinfected, the disinfectants which I recommend are either a 
2 per cent. solution of corrosive sublimate dissolved in water by 
means of chloride of ammonia, or several times their weight ot 
chlorine of lime of the British Pharmacopcia, or both, as they 
cannot in any way interfere with each other’s action, it is an offence 
against the ‘ Food and Drug’s Act’ to sell these substances of any 
other than the Pharmacopceial strength, so that if they are obtained 
from a proper source they may be relied upon. The corrosive sub- 
limate is a most deadly poison, and should be coloured with indigo 
or soot. 

“T ought at the present time to point out that the conditions pre- 
sent in the village, are just those which would propagate cholera was 
it once introduced into the district. ‘‘ SrpnEyY Barwise.”’ 

“September 7, 1892.” 








PROSECUTION FOR BAD WATER. 


W. H. Morris, an omnibus proprietor, of 42, Old Kent-road, was 
summoned at Lambeth Police Court on the 20th ult., under the 
Public Health Act, by the Vestry of St. George the Martyr, South- 
wark, it being alleged that the defendant had upon his premises, 
known as Morris’s-yard, or King’s Arms-mews, a well containing 
water unfit for the use cf man. Mr. Anscombe, sanitary officer, 
stated that he took a sample of water from the well at defendant’s 

remises, and submitted it to Dr. Muter, the public analyst, who 
certified it to be unwholesome. The defendant, an elderly man, said 
the water was only used for washing vehicles. Mr. Anscombe: Did 
you not say you supplied water to a public-house from the well for 
domestic purposes? Defendant: Not for domestic purposes. Mr. 
Anscombe: What for, then? Defendant: For ‘mixing down” gin. 
They say it mixes the gin best. (Laughter.) Mr. Anscombe: Did 
you not tell me that you had drunk the water for many years, and 
‘were not dead yet”? (Laughter.) Defendant: Yes, I told you so. 
Mr. Biron said Mr. Morris might well congratulate himself upon 
having a good constitution, but what might suit him might poison 
another man. No doubt when the water was mixed with the gin, the 
latter being a good proportion, it was about as wholesome a mixture 
as could be imagined. (Renewed laughter.) He made an order for 
the temporary closing of the well in question, and ordered the 
defendant to pay 3s. costs. 








ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 





MILK. 

_ At Edgware, on the 25th ult., William Bachelor, of Victoria- 
terrace, Wealdstone, was summoned for selling milk adulterated 
‘with 15 per cent. of added water on the 14th December. Inspector 
Tyler said that when his assistant asked for some new milk 
defendant said he had none. 
witness asked what it was, and he said “skim milk.” 
purchased a pint of it for 13d. It was divided, and the analyst 
‘certified it to contain 15 per cent. of added water. Defendant said 
he would have fetched new milk if Mr. Tyler would have let him.— 
Fined 403. and costs, including the analyst’s fee. 


At Bristol Police-court on the 25th ult., Joseph Silcox, 6, Badmin- 
ton-road, St. Paul’s, was summoned for selling, through his wife, 
to. the prejudice of John Lee, inspector under the Food and 
Drugs Act, 13 pints of milk adulterated with 19 per cent. of added 
water. A similar charge was heard against James Welsh, of 3, 
Pithay, the percentage of added water being 9 per cent. Having 
-heard the evidence, the bench fined Silcox £4 and costs, and Welsh 
10s. and costs, . 


At the Canterbury Police-court, on the 17th ult., Thomas Davey, 
milkman, residing in Stour-street, was summoned for offering adul- 
terated milk for sale. Mr. C. Richardson, sanitary inspector, de- 
posed that on Sunday morning, the 20th November, he was in St. 
Peter’s-street, where he saw the defendant carrying acan. Witness 

‘asked him for a pint of new milk, and he said he had no milk. He 
said he had not milk in his can. Witness persisted in seeing what 
he had got, and he then said it was separated milk. Witness took 

‘asample of it. Defendant then said it was skim milk. Witness 
took a pint and divided it into three parts, gave one to defendant, 
one to the analyst, and the other he kept himself. The analyst’s 
report showed that it was adulterated with 20 per cent. of added 
water, and that it was not skim milk. The defendant was on his 
rounds when witness stopped him. The magistrates fined defendant 

‘£1, and £1 7s. costs, or in default 14 days. 


At Pontypridd, on the 25th ult., John Davies, milk vendor, Fern- 
dale, was fined £1 10s. 6d for selling milk adulterated with 10 per 
cent. of added water. Henry Melmouth, milk vendor, Tylorstown, 
was fined £1 10s. for a similar offence. Defendants stated that they 
had secured the milk from Somersetshire, and had not put a drop 
_ of water into it. Superintendent Jones, Pontypridd, prosecuted. 


At Worcester, on the 25th ult., Francis William Capon, South- 
field-street, was summoned for selling adulterated milk on January 
4th. Defendant asserted that the milk was sold as it was received 
from the dairy. He had no warranty and could not get one, though 
he was at first promised one. The Town Clerk (Mr. 8. Southall), 
who appeared to prosecute on behalf of the Health Committee, said 
the sample of milk taken was found to be adulterated to the extent 
of at least 20 percent. He asked the assistance of the Bench to 
prevent what was very prevalent in the city, the selling of articles 
that were not what people asked for. Mr. Pacy, sanitary inspector, 
said he instructed his assistant, Mr. Sheppard, to buy milk from 
defendant. One portion of it was sent to the public analyst. Mr. 
Sheppard said he went to defendant’s shop and asked Mrs. Capon 
for a pintof new milk. She served him with the milk, and told him 
the price was 2d. He told her the milk was for analysis, and he 
divided. the milk into three portions, leaving one with defendant’s 
wife, and taking one to the public analyst. Defendant was not at 
the time registered, but had since applied. Defendant said the milk 
was as he received it from Timberdine Dairy. He had ceased to 
. have milk from there; and had got a written warranty from the man 
of whom he now had his milk, He had no milk-walk, and only sold 
about 13 gallons a day. Fined £2, and costs £1 2s. 6d.. 


At the Woolwich Police-court, on the 20th ult., William Jackson, 
of 18, Stanley-terrace, Plumstead Common, was summoned by the 
Plumstead District Board of Works for selling milk adulterated with 
14 per cent. of added water. Defendant, who said he did not know how 
the water got into the milk, was fined 40s. and 2s. costs. William 
Francis, dairyman, of 84, Albert-road, North Woolwich, was sum- 
moned by the Woolwich Local Board, for selling milk adulterated 
with 18 per cent. of added water and with 20 per cent. of the cream 
abstracted. Mr. Greenep appeared for the defendant, who asked 
that the sample of milk might be sent to Somerset House for 
analysis. This was ordered to be done, and the summons was 
adjourned fora month. The same day, John Johnson, dairyman, of 
188, Powis-street, Woolwich, was summoned for selling milk 
adulterated with 20 per cent. of added water. He asked that the 
sample in the hands of the Local Board should be sent to Somerset 
House. . This summons was also adjourned for a month. 


At the Greenwich Police-court, on the 18th ult., J. A. E. May, of 
37, St. Helena-road, Rotherhithe, was summoned at the instance of 
the Rotherhithe Vestry, for selling milk adulterated with 16 per 
cent. of added water. He was fined 403., and 2s. costs. 


At Reading, John Reeves, Thorn-street, was summoned for selling 
milk on the 21st December, which was not of the substance and 
quality demanded by the purchaser. Mr. Frederick Stevens, 
deputy town clerk, prosecuted on behalf of the Urban Sanitary 
Authority. Mr. W. H. Roberton, inspector under the Sale of Food 
and Drugs Act, proved the purchase of the milk. Dr. Ashby’s report 
showed that the milk was adulterated to the extent of 10 per cent. 
of added water. Mrs. Reeves stated that one of her husband’s cows 
was ill, and she sent her daughter to purchase some of a milkman 


Seeing a vessel containing something, 
Witness then 


in the street, and the daughter corroborated this statement. The 
chairman said there was no alternative but to convict, but con- 
sidering all the circumstances, a fine of 10s., and 19s. 6d. costs only, 
would be imposed. 


At Lincoln, on January 24th, Joseph Goodale, Steephill, dairyman 
was charged, on the information of Police-sergeant Bradley, with 
selling milk adulterated with 10 per cent. of water, contrary to the 
provisions of the Food and Drugs Act, on Sunday, the 1st January 
last. Mr. H. K. Hebb, Deputy Town Clerk, appeared to prosecute, 
and Mr. J. Durance defended. From Mr. Hebb’s opening state- 
ment, and the evidence adduced, it appeared that on the morning in 
question Bradley saw the defendant’s cart in front of Mr. F'. Dalton’s 
house, in High-street, in charge of Benjamin Goodale, brother of 
defendant, who supplied a quart of milk to the officer, for which he 
paid 3d. He was told the milk was required for analysis, but his 
request for it to be divided and a portion supplied to him was not 
acceded to. The sample was taken to Dr. Harrison the same day, 
and was found to contain 10 per cent. of added water. The condi- 
tion of the milk had undergone no change that would interfere with 
the analysis. Benjamin told the sergeant he was a servant, and that 
he had obtained the whole of the milk from Hykeham that morning. 
Evidence was given by William Smith, of Hykeham, who supplied 
some of the milk, and by Francis Dalton, to whom Benjamin was 
supplying milk when the officer came up, and who stated that on 
more than one occasion he had had reason to find fault with the 
quality of the milk. Mr. Durance raised the point as to whether or 
not there was a contract existing for the supply of the milk. He 
maintained that there was not, and that, therefore, his client was not 
liable. The Mayor said they were of the opinion that a contract 
was in existence. Mr. Durance then called defendant and his brother 
Benjamin as witnesses, after which he addressed the Bench in 
defence, and asked the magistrates to say that defendant, having 
obtained the milk from other people, was not liable for its quality, 
or, if liable, that a small fine would meet the case. The magistrates 
retired, and on their return the Mayor said the fact of adulteration 


was clearly proved, but as to whether the defendant had a knowledge ~ 


of that fact there was a-doubt. All the same, defendant was liable, 
and they had decided to inflict a fine of 20s., including costs. 


At Brighton, on the 27th ult., Richard Harris, 124, Gloucester- 
road, pleaded not guilty to a summons alleging that he sold a pint of 
new milk deficient in butter fat not less than 40 per cent., and not of 
the nature, substance, and quality demanded by the purchaser, on 
the 3rd inst, Mr. Talbot also prosecuted in this case on behalf of 
the Corporation. Frederick Henry Manning, an assistant in the 
Sanitary office of Corporation, stated that on the morning in question 
he went into defendant’s shop and asked for a pint of new milk, with 
which he was served, and paid 2d. Defendant said the witness did 
not ask for new milk, and he remarked to him on the purchase ‘“‘Now 
you’ve broke me.” 
at once, as the witness was the largest customer he had had for fifteen 
months. Inspector Cuckney, who entered the shop at the time of 
the transaction, deposed that he had the milk separated. He pro- 
duced the certificate of the Public Analyst shewing the milk to be 
40 per cent. deficient in butter fat by skimming or adulteration 
with skim-milk. Defendant produced his sealed sample of the milk, 
which he described as his ‘last will and testament,” and in the 
course of a long speech urged that the milk was sold to the witness 
Manning in the same condition as he received it. He afterwards 
called a Mrs. Cox, of 23, Vine-street, who stated that she saw him 
take a can of milk off the handle of the door and place it. on his 
counter. He sold it, she believed, in the same condition as when he 
received it. Nothing previous was known against the defendant, 
who was fined 1s. and costs, or seven days. 


BUTTER. 

At the Greenwich Police-court, on the 18th ult., Charles Edward 
Cobley, grocer, etc., was summoned by Mr. C. Turle Wilson, inspector 
to the Greenwich District Board of Works, for selling, when half-a- 
pound of butter was demanded, an article which consisted of butter 
admixed with about 70 per cent. of foreign fat (margarine). A boy 
named Clare gave evidence as to the purchase of butter at 113, 
Greenwich-road. The defendant said her son and daughter carried 
on the business in the Greenwich-road, and he lived at Stepney. He 
had sent labels to be placed on the butter. Defendant’s son said he 
was engaged in cleaning down the slab at the time, and he intended 
to have placed the label on the butter as he knew it was a mixture. 
Mr. Kennedy fined the defendant £5, and 2s. costs. 


At the Lambeth Police-court, on the 18th ult., before Mr. Hopkins, 
James Lewis, of 95, Wells-street, Camberwell, was summoned by 
Inspector Groom, on behalf of the Camberwell Vestry, for selling 
butter containing 30 per cent. of foreign fat. There was a second 
summons against defendant for selling margarine without a label. 
Mr. G. W. Marsden, solicitor to the vestry, prosecuted. The defence 
was that the butter was sold in the same condition as it was received. 
The defendant produced the invoice and called the wholesale dealer. 
Mr. Hopkins remarked that under the Food and Drugs Act a war- 
ranty was required, and an invoice was not sufficient, but in the 
Margarine Aet the words made use of were ‘‘ warranty or invoice.” 
The whole thing was involved in so much uncertainty that he hardly 
knew how to deal with the case. He would not inflict a fine, but 
the defendant would have to pay the costs, 12s. 6d. 


MARGARINE. 
At the Lambeth Police-court, on the 18th ult., Mr. Long, sanitary 
inspector to the Newington Vestry, appeared in support of several 
summonses against tradesmen for exposing margarine for sale 


Defendant added that the firm was then broke © 
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without a label. The following fines were inflicted:—Henry Rigby, 
Cottage-row, Rodney-road, 40s., and 12s. 6d. costs; William Davis, 
Beechway-street, Old Kent-road, 40s., and 12s. 6d. costs; Thomas 
Davis, Barlow-street, Walworth, 40s., and 12s. 6d. costs. 


BEER. 
At West Ham Police-court, on the 25th ult., James Vale, landlord 
of the Swan Beerhouse, Balaam-street, was fined £20 and costs for 
diluting beer. 


Lo. WHISKY. 

At Tunbridge-wells, on the 9th ult., William Whittington, of the 
Black Horse, and Harry Marks (represented by his wife), of the 
Elephant and Castle, were charged with unlawfully selling, to the 
prejudice of William Murray, a certain article of food, to wit—Scotch 
whisky, adulterated, in the case of Whittington, 62 per cent., and 
Marks, 4 per cent. of water over and above that contained in 
25 degrees under proof whisky, that was not of the substance and 
quality demanded by the purchaser. The Town Clerk (Mr. W. C. 
Cripps) appeared to prosecute, and the defence was undertaken by 
one of the solicitors to the Licensed Victuallers’ Association, Mr. 
8. A. Cheale, who stated that he was not in a position to prove the 
analysis was wrong. In breaking down the whisky, however—and 
this was a technical process—there might have been probably a little 
more water added than was legally allowed. The whisky might, too, 
have been put into a wet bottle, and that, or even the temperature, 
he contended, would be sufficient to account for the slight difference 
mentioned in the charge. Mr. Cripps explained the reason why the 
prosecution was undertaken by the Health Committee. In each case 
what his friend, Mr. Cheale, said was perfectly true. The adultera- 
tion was very small indeed. But the Committee had determined 
they could not make fish of one case and fowl of the other, and they 
had resolved, in every case of adulteration in the town, that prosecu- 
tions should be instituted, with a view of securing for the purchasers 
that which they had contracted to buy. In that case, he was 
instructed that the Committee did not pretend that there was any 
wilful intention to defraud. But their worships knew that a man 
must stand or fall by the goods which he sold. He did not know 
whether Mr. Cheale was right in suggesting that the adulteration was 
caused by putting the whisky into a wet bottle. That was a point 
he scarcely felt competent to discuss. He should feel inclined to 
think the addition of water was made inadvertently. As far as the 
Committee were concerned, they looked upon that case more as a 
warning than in any other respect, and they would be quite content 
with the publicity it obtained. He would respectfully suggest that 
their worships impose in each case merely a nominal penalty with 
costs. By the Chairman: These were the first prosecutions. Fined 
1g. and costs, including that of the analysis. 


At Clerkenwell Police-court, on the 10th ult., William James Dor- 
man, of the Cooper’s Arms, 25, Hampden-street, Clarendon-square, 
was summoned for selling on December 16th Scotch whisky adulter- 
ated with an admixture of water, reducing the spirit to 29 degrees 
under proof. A sum of 2s. 4d. was paid to the defendant’s assistant 
for the pint of whisky, which should only have been 25 degrees 
under proof. A sample was submitted to the public analyst by In- 
spector Osborne, and it was found to be 29 degrees under proof. The 
defence was that the spirit had been on hand a long time, and in con- 
sequence had been impoverished. Mr. Bros imposed a fine of 10s., 
and 12s. 6d. costs. 


Arthur H. Wyles, of the Wellington, Whidborne-street, Cromer- 
street, Gray’s Inn-road, was summoned for selling on December 12th 
Scotch whisky, which was adulterated with an admixture of water, 
reducing it to 374 degrees under proof. Mr. Ricketts prosecuted. A 
sum of 2s. 4d. was paid for the whisky to the defendant’s barman. 
The defence, urged by Mr. Popham, was that the spirit had been 
tampered with by the defendant’s servant. Mr. Bros imposed a fine 
of 20s., and 12s. 6d. costs. 


At the Steyning Police-court, Sussex, on the 16th ult., Charles 
Cheale, of the Schooner Inn, Shoreham, was summoned for selling 
adulterated whisky at Shoreham, on the 22nd November. Mr. 
H. F. Gates appeared for the defendant, and pleaded guilty. Ser- 
geant Read said that on the day in question, he went to the defen- 
dant’s house, and purchased a quartern of [rish whisky, for which 
he paid eightpence. It was served by the defendant’s wife, and the 
defendant was present at the time. He told the wife that he pur- 
chased the whisky to be analysed, but did not divide it in the usual 
way, as the defendant refused to have it done. He then sealed the 
whisky and sent it to Superintendent Byrne. Having completed the 
purchase, Mrs. Cheale said if witness had come ten minutes earlier, 
she would not have been able to serve him, as she had run out, and 
she had only just returned from purchasing some. Superintendent 
Byrne produced the analyst’s certificate, which stated that the 
sample of whisky was of the lowest legal strength, with 23 parts of 
added water. Mr. Gates, in addressing the Bench, remarked that 
the trade at the time in question was very dull, and the defendant 
was not in a position to get in a quantity, so his wife purchased a 
bottle from a grocer, and sold it exactly as she purchased it. He 
hoped the Bench would think the defendant’s wife did nothing to 
prejudice the purchaser. Fined £1, and 13s. costs. 


At Brighton, on the 27th ult., William W. Johnson, of the Black 
Horse, was summoned for gelling to sanitary inspector Cuckuey, on 
the 2nd ult., a quartern of Scotch whisky, not of the nature, snb- 
stance, and quality demanded by the purchaser. Mr. H. Talbot pro- 
secuted on behalf of the Council. Defendant pleaded guilty. Mr. 
Talbot stated that the whisky was adulterated with 22 per cent. of 
water in excess of the amount allowed; in order to reduce the spirit 


to 25 degrees below proof. It was 15 degrees below the minimum 
authorised by the Act of 1879. Mr. Johnson said there must have 
been a mistake. As soon as his attention was called to the matter, 
he sent to the brewers who supplied the spirit. Everything was 
tested and found to be within the degrees of proof allowed by law. 
He suggested that the percentage of the strength of the whisky was 
probably caused by evaporation. Mr. Antil, manager of the firm who 
supplied the spirits to the defendant, stated that as soon as he heard 
of this occurrence, he went down to the defendant’s house and ascer- 
tained that through misadventure more water had been put in the 
whisky than usual. Mr. Johnson had been in the house for some 
years, his customers placed every confidence in him, and he had no 
intention, witness was sure, of taking advantage of his patrons. 
Defendant said he had not much call for spirits. Fined 20s. and 
costs, or ten days. 


At Darlington County Police-court, on the 16th ult., George Davi- 
son, innkeeper, Aycliffe, was charged with selling whisky containing 
10 per cent. of water over and above that allowed by statute. Mr. 
T. B. Laidler defended, and said his client had only been a licence- 
holder a fortnight, and was not acquainted with the cnstomary 
methods of adulterating spirits. Defendant said the landlady whom 
he succeeded told him he simply had to put one gallon of water to 
two gallons of whisky. (Laughter.) The Bench considered that 
defendant had acted in ignorance, and fined him 5s. and costs. 


GIN. 

At Clerkenwell Police-court, on the 10th ult., William Hallenberg, 
of the Kentish Arms, 9, Mabledon-place, Euston-road, was summoned 
for selling on December 12th gin that was adulterated with an ad- 
mixture of water, reducing the spirit to 374 degrees under proof. 
The statute allows gin to be diluted to 35 degrees under proof. The 
defence urged by Mr. Popham was, that the spirit was evaporated. 
Mr. Bros imposed a penalty of 10s., and 12s. 6d. costs, 


Ernest Gan, of the Eastnor Castle, Stebbington-street, Somers 
Town, was summoned by Inspector Osborne, on behalf of the St. 
Pancras Vestry, for selling on December 16th gin that was adulte- 
rated by an admixture of water, reducing it to more than 35 below 
proof. Mr. Ricketts prosecuted. Alfred Chill, assistant inspector, 
proved purchasing from the defendant a pint of gin for which he paid 
ls. 8d. Cross-examined: He did not see a notice in the bar, * All 
spirits diluted.’ The inspector proved submitting a sample of the 
purchased gin to the public analyst. Mr. Bros imposed a fine of 10s., 
and 12s. 6d. costs. 


At the Woolwich Police-court, on the 20th ult., James Stone Stiff, 
landlord of the Bee Hive public-house, Pope-street, Eltham, was 
summoned by the Plumstead Board of Works for selling gin con- 
taining 15 per cent. more water than is allowed by law. Mr. Pook 
appeared for the defendant, and stated that he and his wife were 
ill at the time, and that in consequence the business was entrusted 
to an inexperienced person—viz., the daughter, who reduced the 
strength improperly. Defendant had been in the house thirteen years 
without any previous complaint. Mr. Marsham fined him £3, and 
2s. costs. 


James Garrett, of the Neptune, 31, Clarendon-street, Somers 
Town, was summoned on the 10th ult., at the Clerkenwell Police- 
court, by John Osborne, inspector in the employment of the St. 
Pancras Vestry, for selling on December 16th rum adulterated with 
an admixture of water reducing it to 33% under proof. A pint of 
rum was purchased at the defendant’s house for 1s. 8d., anda sample 
was submitted to the public analyst. The certificate returned 
showed that the spirit was more than 33 degrees under proof. The 
publican is allowed to dilute ram to 25 degrees under proof. Mr. 
Popham, on behalf of the defendant, said the rum was “ broken 
down ”’ by his client’s barman, who had evidently made a mistake and 
added too much water. Mr. Bros imposed a fine of 10s., and 12s. 6d. 


costs. 
COCOA. 

At the Lambeth Police-court, on the 18th ult., E. H. Moorcroft, of 
55, Bramcote-road, South Bermondsey, was summoned by Inspector 
Eagle, on behalf of the Camberwell Vestry, for selling cocoa con- 
taining 35 per cent. of sugar and 20 per cent. of starch. The 
so-called cocoa was sold at the rate of 8d. perlb. The defendant 
said there was no intention to deceive, and good value was given for 
money.=The retail price for pure cocoa was 2s. per lb. Mr. Hopkins: 
That may be so, but the gist of it is that you sell this as cocoa. 
Defendant: When the public ask for cocoa at 8d. per lb. they know 
perfecily well that it is a mixture of c>coa and other ingredients, 
Mr. Hopkins fined the defendant 49s. and costs. 


COFFEE. 
At Wolverhampton Police-court, on the 18th ult., Arthur Hough, 
grocer, of New Invention, Willenhall, was fined 20s., and the costs, 
for selling coffee containing 36 per cent. of chicory. 


DANDELION COFFEE. 

At Pontypridd, on the 18th ult., Superintendent Evan Jones, 
summoned Mr. T. Lewis Davod, for selling coffee labelled 
taraxacum, or dandelion coffee, a mixture of chicory root, coffee, and 
dandelion root, and which, on analysis, was found to contain 50 per 
cent. of coffee, and 50 per cent. of chicory. The stipendiary said 
that taraxacum or dandelion coffee was considered by the public to 
be good for indigestion, and that the makers seemed t) trade on 
this, and capital was thus made out of the people’s ignorance. It 
was a pity that grocers were being prosecuted, when the fault really 
lay with the manufacturers—an opinion in which we heartily 
concur. He fined the defendant £1 13g. 6d. 
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; NITROUS ETHER. 

. At the Wolverhampton Police-court, on the 25th ult., before the 
Stipendiary (Mr. Neville), Philip George Godsell, chemist, Horsley- 
fields, was summoned for selling a drug not of the quality demanded. 
The Town Clerk prosecuted, and Mr. Foster, barrister, of Birmingham, 
defended. The evidence showed that Mr. Blanton, the inspector under 
the Food and Drugs Act, visited the defendant’s shop and asked to 
be supplied with 4oz. of spirit of nitrous ether. The article was 
afterwards submitted to the borough analyst (Mr. Jones), who 
certified that the sample only contained 38 per cent. of the minimum 
strength prescribed by the British Pharmacopeia. For the defence, 
it was contended,that there had been no adulteration, and that the re- 
duction in the strength had occurred through evaporation. Mr. 
Henry William Jones, the manufacturer of the spirit, stated that it 
was sold at the maximum strength. He was cross-examined by ths 
Town Clerk, and said it was quite possible for the spirit to have 
deteriorated to the extent named in twelve months. The Stipendiary 
said tradesmen ought to supply their ccstomers with the proper 
article asked for, and imposed a fine of 20s. and the costs. 


Cornelius Charles Burnett, chemist, Horseley-fields, and Joseph 
Caswell, chemist, Dudley-road, were summoned for like offences, 
and on their pleading guilty, the same fine was imposed in each 
case. 


VINEGAR. * 

Susannah Whitehouse, general dealer, Penn-road, was summoned 
for selling vinegar not of the quality asked for. The Town Clerk 
prosecuted, and Mr. A. C. Champney, of Gloucester, defended. The 
case for the prosecution was that the inspector had asked for a pint 
of malt vinegar ,and was supplied with an article of which only 30 
per cent. waa derived from malt, the remainder being the product of 
sugar and acetic acid. It was urged for the defence that the article 
supplied was a genuine one, being the ordinary commercial vinegar, 
and that the defendant did not understand that malt vinegar was 
required. As this was the first case of the kind that had been 
brought before the Court, a nominal fine of 1s. and the costs only 
was imposed. 








FOOD PROSECUTIONS. 





CHEESE. 


- On the 19th ult. at the Wigan Borough Police Court, William 
Batty, who had given his address as 4, Pitt-street, Wigan, and who 
did not appear, was summoned for selling adulterated cheese. Mr. 
Arthur Smith, town clerk, prosecuted, and said the article was 
adulterated with foreign fats and was rancid. Defendant had a stall 
under the verandah of the Market Hall, and Mr. Sumner, the in- 
spector under the Foods and Drug’s Act visited him there. Defendant 
asked him if he wanted to buy some good cheese, and Mr. Sumner 
replied in the affirmative. Defendant then remarked, ‘This is 
tackle,” and the inspector asked him what he was selling it at, to 
which he replied, ‘‘ Fivepence a pound.” Asked if he-would cut off 
a piece weighing about 4lbs., defendant said you cannot have less 
than 10lbs.’’ Mr. Sumner, however, succeeded in obtaining 6}lbs., 
for which he paid 2s. 74d., and told defendant it was for analysis. A 
sample was submitted to Mr. Orsman, the new borough analyst, and 
he certified that it contained foreign fats and was rancid. Mr. 
Sumner, supplementing the town clerks’s statement, said that when 
he was sealing the samples, defendant said, ‘‘ You know I am not 
selling this for cheese.’’ Witness remarked that it was funny he 
should say it was “‘ rattling’? cheese and afterwards tell him it was 
not cheese at all. Witness wanted the name of a man who was 
with defendant, but the latter said ‘‘It does not matter; it is my 
cheese, and I am responsible.’’? Mr. Orsman stated that the sample 
he received did not contain any cheese that could be got from ordinary 
milk, and simply consisted of oleo-margarine. There was nothing 
present that they could get from milk so far as the fats were con- 
cerned. The bench granted a warrant for Batty’s apprehension. 


CONDENSED MILK. 

At Cardiff Police-court on the 27th ult. (Mr. Lewis, stipendiary, 
and Dr. H. J. Paine) George Daniels, grocer, 28, Custom House- 
street, was summoned for that he *‘ did unlawfully sell an article of 
food, to wit, three tins of condensed milk in an altered state, i.e., 
from which a part, viz., 90 per cent. of fat, had been abstracted, so 
as to affect injuriously its quality and nature without making a dis- 
closure of the alteration.” Mr. F. C. Lloyd, deputy town-clerk, 
appeared for the prosecution, and Mr. Kenshole defended. Mr. 
Lloyd said the summons was taken out under section 9 of the Food 
and Drugs Act. The defendant sold three tins of Shamrock brand 
condensed milk at 4d. each, but he put the value at 14d. The sole 
point that would arise was whether the label on the tin was sufficient 
notice to the purchaser and a disclosure within the section. Con- 
densed milk was used as food for children, and if 90 per cent. of the 
fat were abstracted, as in this case, if seriously altered the nature of 
the milk. The Stipendiary: It is worthless as a food. Mr. Lloyd 
said further than that the milk would be such that it would be im- 
possible for a child to live upon it. Mr. Charles Hill, an inspector, 
deposed to purchasing three tins of condensed milk, for which he 
paid 1s. One he left with the defendant, one he sent to the analyst, 
and the other he produced in court in the condition in which he re- 
ceived it. The defendant never pointed out the notice which stated 
that the tin contained skimmed-milk. The label was covered with 
& paper-wrapper, which was not removed before the sale was 
effected. Mr. Kenshole pointed out that the alleged offence was 











committed on the 21st November, and the summons ought to have 
been issued within 28 days, as condensed milk was a perishable 
article. The Stipendiary upheld this contention, and dismissed the 
summons. 


FISH. 


At Birkenhead Police Court on the 27th ult., Mrs. Ann Makin, 72 | 


and 74, Watson-street, was fined 40s, and costs in each of two cases 


for exposing and selling on the 21st ult., salt fish, which was— 


absolutely unfit for human food. Mr. Preston strongly censured the 
woman, and said that the fish was positively stinking. 


MEAT. 


At Dublin, on the 26th ult., Richard Ball, Mooreside, Naul, county 
Meath, was summoned at the suit of Mr. R. Bryan, Superintendent 
of the Dublin Cattle Market, North Circular-road, for having exposed 
for sale in the market a bullock which was diseased. Sir Charles 
Cameron, Mr. Bryan, and Constable 111 C gave evidence in support 
of the prosecution. Sir Charles Cameron said the bullock was greatly 
diseased, and in an advanced state of tuberculosis, or phthisis. The 
lung tissue was much affected, and the bullock was unfit for human 
food. The bullock had been destroyed and sent to the Zoolcgical 
Gardens. The defendant’s case was that the bullock when leaving 
the country was in a healthy condition, and had been examined. 
Mr. O’Donel fined the defendant £5. Mr. MacSheehy, solicitor to 
the Corporation, prosecuted, and Mr. J. J. Walsh defended. 


At the Guildhall, London, on the 23rd ult., before Alderman Sir 
Joseph Savory, M.P., Wallis Thomas Wells, described as a large 
farmer at Withern, near Alford, Lincolnshire, was summoned for 
sending to the Central Meat Market the carcasses of three sheep, the 


same being diseased and totally unfit for human food. Mr. Vickery 


appeared in support, and stated that the three carcasses sent by the 
defendant weighed only 140lb., whereas the weight should have been 
at least 2001b. The sheep were suffering from a disease known as 
as fluke in the liver, which really meant that they were rotten 
animals. Evidence was given, including that of Dr. Sedgwick 
Saunders, who deposed that the carcasses were soft, palid, and wet. 
It would be most dasgerous to eat such meat, as parasites were 
sometimes transmitted to the human system; and, as a matter of 
fact, there was a well-known case in which one had been found in an 
abscess at the back of an ear. The defendant assured the Court 
that if he had erred it was by mistake. He knew the sheep had 
fluke, but he considered that the carcasses were fit for human food. 
Sir Joseph Savory had no hesitation in coming to the conclusion 


that the accused knew the meat to be unfit for human food. The © 


superintendent of the Lincoln Constabulary gave the defendant an 
excellent character. He was not only one of their largest farmers, 
but one who was most benevolent to the poor of the county. The 
Alderman imposed a fine of £10 on each carcass, and £3 costs. 





THE WATER-IN-BUTTER SWINDLE. 


According to the judgment of the Burnley magistrates, a 
butter that contains 2U per cent. of water, has more water in it 
than is necessary, but it is not added fraudulently. It does not 
seem to have dawned upon the Burnley magistrates—of whom, 
by the way, one was himself a shareholder in the defendant 
society, the Burnley Co-operative Society—that the poor pur- 
chaser who pays ls, 2d. per lb, for a substance that contains 
8 per cent. extra water made to stand upright is defrauded of 
exactly 8 per cent, of the amount expended, z.e., he is defrauded 
of rather over ld. per lb. on every pound of butter he purchases, 
It is absolutely untrue to allege that 18 to 22 per cent. of water 
is necessary in butter, be it salt or otherwise. Fifteen per cent. 
isin fact too liberal a margin, and allows dishonesty to the 
extent of three per cent. The unwarranted nature of the evidence 
of Mr. William Stokes, J.P., Limerick, and Mr. O'Sullivan, a 
buyer, of the Co-operative Wholesale Society, is proved 
by the conviction on the 20th ult., at Limerick, of a farmer 
named Ryan, at the instance of the Limerick Corporation, for 
exposing for sale in the market butter containing 22 per cent, of 
water. He was fined 10s. and costs. Yet we have Mr. William 
Stokes, a Limerick J.P., giving evidence at Burnley in defence 
of such adulteration, and Mr. ‘I. G. O'Sullivan, of Kilmallock, 
eo. Limerick, advancing the argument that 30 per cent. of 
water is not excessive, and this in the teeth of the conviction 
we record as having been made by the Limerick magistrates 
themselves. A more impudent defence, or a more ignorant 
decision than this of the Burnley magistrates, it has rarely been 
our lot to chronicle. On the authority of their solicitor, the 
Wholesale Co-operative Society purchase annually £500,000 
worth of this butter. Every expert knows that anything over 
12 per cent. of water in butter is there either by carelessness or 
added for purposes of fraud. This £500,000 worth is sold in two 
counties amongst the thrifty but short-sighted masses of work- 
ing men and women who crowd the industrial centres of Lan- 
cashire and Yorkshire. The amount they pay for water made to 
stand upright and look like butter is £40,000 in this instance 
alone. We confess we cannot understand how magistrates can 
be so misguided as to give decisions like that in the Burnley 
case, and we regret that the Town Clerk did not give notice of 
appeal, 
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CIRCULAR NOTES. 





CoRROSIVE SUBLIMATE Vv. CARBOLIC ACID AS AN ANTISEPTIC, 


Sir Joseph Lister, in an address on the antiseptic treatment 
of wounds, thus contrasts corrosive sublimate and carbolic acid : 
Thore was a time when, in consequence of Koch’s publications on 
the subject of corrosive sublimate, it, to a large extent displaced 
carbolic acid in the practice of surgeons. It turns out, however, 
that Koch, able ashe is, was misled on a certain point which led 
him to greatly exaggerate the germicidal powers of corrosive 
sublimate and that in truth it is, for surgical purposes, very 
inferior to a solution of carbolic acid in water. 


“Some experiments were made a few years ago by Mr. Yersin, at 
the Institut Pasteur, on the germicidal action of various agents upon 
tubercle bacilli grown in pure culture on glycerine jelly. I will not 
enter into the details of his experiments, but if you refer to his paper 


you will see that they are very beautiful and very trustworthy. He 


found that a watery solution of carbolic acid 1 in 20 killed the bacilli 
in thirty seconds; carbolic acid 1 in 100 killed them in a minute; 
while corrosive sublimate 1 in 1000 required ten minutes for their 
complete destruction.”’ 


‘ Sir Joseph Lister’s conclusion is that 

“While carbolic acid is more trustworthy as a germicide for 
surgical purposes than corrosive sublimate, it is in other respects 
also greatly to be preferred. Carbolic acid has a powerful affinity for 
the epidermis, penetrating deeply into its substances; and it mingles 
with fatty materialsin any proportion. Corrosive sublimate solution, 
on the other hand, cannot penetrate in the slightest degree into any- 
thing greasy; and therefore, as the skin is greasy, those who use 
corrosive sublimate require elaborate precautions in the way of 
cleansing the skin—treating it with oil cf turpentine or ether, not to 
mention soap and water, to remove the grease which they feel it 
essential to get rid of for the ‘efficient action of the corrosive subli- 
mate. Nowall this is unnecessary care if you use carbolic lotion. 
I can testify to this from very ample experience. For my part, I do 
not even use soap and water. I trust to the carbolic acid, which by 
its penetrating power and great affinity for organic substances 
purifies the integument in a way that inorganic salts, like corrosive 
sublimate, cannot.” 





DratHs FROM ACCIDENTAL PoIsoNING, 


If any young member of the House of Commons is on the 
look out for a question to take up, we would recommend for his 
consideration the important one of the prevention of accidental 
poisoning. In 1891 the {deaths from poisoning totalled 876. 
One hundred and fourteen persons lost their lives by narcotic 
poisoning, many of the deaths being caused by so-called patent 
preparations. The patent medicine swindle has reached such pro- 
portions as to constitute a grave public danger, and the member 
of Parliament who would bring in a bill making it compulsory 
that no poisons should be allowed to be sold save in specially 
shaped bottles! and that every “ patent medicine” should have 
its constituents plainly stated on the box or bottle, and bear a 
guinea stamp, would preserve some hundreds of lives yearly 
that are. now accidentally or ignorantly sacrificed, and would 
save the public from a barefaced swindle of some hundreds of 
thousands of pounds, now annually got from them by lying 
advertisements for worthless trash. 





FRAUDULENT HamBpur?; Burter. 


Hamburg, in more ways than one, is like to cost England dear. 
Its swindling butter exporters take care that they put water 
in their butter until there is present 20 per cent., and analysis 
has revealed the presence of very decided quantities of mar- 
garine in the article, It therefore becomes a serious question as 
to the origin of the water thus admixed with butter from Ham- 
burg. Butter has been long proved to be capable of transmit- 
ting disease, and Hamburg iz addition to being, as far as water 
it concerned, one of the most insanitary places in Europe, has 
still outbreaks of cholera, How far the cholera bacillus may be 
capable of transmission by butter is a matter on which there may 
be differenee of opinion, but we notice that the Lancet has 
just recorded some startling researches as to bacilli in butter. 

“‘ According to recent researches,’ says the Lancet, ‘‘ there were 
contained in one gramme of butter (as much as would go.on the 


point of a knife) 2,465,555 micro-organisms from the centre of the 


pat, and as many as 47,250,000 on the outside. It seems clear that 
butter as well as milkis capable of carrying and fostering organisms ; 
and on this account it behoves us, under certain circumstances, to 
melt our butter to boiling point in addition to boiling the milk,” 

To receive food supplies from infected ports is at any time 
dangerous enough, but when, as in the case of Hamburg butter, 
margarine is admixed with it, and excess water added, and there 
is in addition the probability that the added water swarms with 
disease germs, we think it time to suggest that if the fraudulent 
practices of the Hamburg butter exporters cannot be stopped by 
prosecutions here, considerations of public safety should lead to 
Hamburg butter being left severely alone, 


Hetrinc CHoLERA, 


The eet Beeser stores of foreign rags that have been prohi- 
bited entry into this country, unless disinfected before leaving | 
the charge of the Customs officials, may now come into Eugland 
if the consignor declares they have not been gathered in an 
infected district, and his declaration be attested by the British 
Consul. Of course the foreign consignor will exercise the most scru- 
pulous care that not oneshred of rag that has come from a cholera- | 
stricken place is sent to England, but should he by accident 
make.a mistake and send a consignment which, despite declara- 
tions, scatters cholera broadcast, then it is reassuring to know 
that we have a second protection in the scores of carefully 
arranged swindling disinfectants, like that of the Victoria Car- 
bolic Disinfectants, to which we referred last week. By-and-by 
it may strike our Governmental numbskulls that it is suicidal 
folly to have such important articles as disinfectants excluded 
from the operations of the Food and Drugs Acts ; but so obvious 
and matter-of-fact a truth as this will not rudely startle them 
just yet. When, thanks to foreign paupers and foreign rags, 
cholera is ‘going strong amongst us, some zealous Government 
official will then “ discover” that half the disinfectants sold are 
swindles, and suggest that some steps should be taken to enable 
Sanitary and Food and Drug inspectors to take samples, cause 
them to be analysed, and punish their scoundrelly makers. \That 
will, however, be all in order, and strictly in accordance with 
the rules of Government departments. It would never do for a 
Government department to possess wisdom enough to cause the. 
stable door to be locked before the horse is stolen. 





ADULTERATED LARD. 


Tn our issueof January.7th we reported the case of a prosecution 
for lard adulteration at West Hartlepool, and complained that the 
defendant's solicitor had been allowed by the magistrates to hand 
in certificates from analysts other than the analyst for the dis- 
trict. We made some remarks upon the Somerset House 
Chemical Department, to which the sample was, at the defen- 
dant’s request, referred. Our exposures of Somerset House have 
had the effect of making that department more careful. Mr. 
Stock, the county analyst of Darlington, certified that the lard 
contained 20 per cent. of beef stearine and 15 per cent. of cotton- 
seed oil. Two independent analysts for the defence gave certi- 
ficates differing from that of Mr. Stock. The case was heard 
again on the 23rd ult., when the Somerset House certificate was 
hended in, which stated the lard to be adulterated exactly as 
described by Mr. Stock. This ought to teach magistrates and 
prosecuting solicitors a lesson as to certificates from outside 
analysts. It would be interesting to know who these “ inde- 
pendent” analysts were. We are puzzled most, however, to 
know by what fortuitous combination of circumstances Somerset 
House happened to make a correct analysis. Was it a lucky 
guess ? 





ADULTERATED LARD FROM LIVERPOOL. 


The magistrates in the case fined the defendant £5 and costs, 
making altogether £7 10s. 7d. If Mr. Clemmett bought the lard 
as pure he has clearly a remedy against the Liverpool firm in the 
County Court. We notice that, as usual, in these cases the 
name of the firm was not reported. How long is this shielding 
of the real culprit to be practised. Grocers owe it to them- 
selves and to the well-being of their trade that the wholesale 
vendor of adulterated articles should get al] the punishment 
public exposure can give him. We notice a sudden lull in the 
prosecutions for lard adulteration. This should not be, as there 
is any amount of the fraudulent article on sale. 





More INADEQUATE FINEs. 


At Evesham, on the 23rd ult., Ebenezer Kings, was fined 20s, 
and 11s. costs, for selling as butter a substance that contained 
90 per cent. of margarine, as certified by Dr. Swete, the Wor- 
cester county analyst. The chairman who imposed this farcical 
penalty said that the Act was passed to protect poor people, It 
would be interesting to know by what process of reasoning this 
Solon arrived at the conclusion that a 20s. fine was such a pro- 
tection. It is simply an encouragement to dealers to sell mar- 
garine as butter. 





Drucs ADULTERATION. 


We recommend to the earnest attention of our readers the 
very important cases cf Drug Adulteration prosecutions at 
Glasgow, recorded in another column. That of Salicylic Acid 
containing as high as 8 per cent. of creosotic acid, shows how 
dangerous it is to allow drug inspection to remain the dead 
letter it at present is. The Glasgow Sanitary Inspectors should 
be highly commended for their action in the matter. Drug 
adulteration is the most dangerous of all forms of fraud, and 
the least attended to. 
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Mr. Soricrror Cross AND SUPERINTENDENT JONES. 


-Mr. Solicitor Cross, Bristol, to whose characteristics we have 
repeatedly directed attention, recsived a very well-merited lesson 
from Superintendent Jones at Ystrad Police court on the 23rd 
ult. Following the practice that has been successful in many 
instances of confusing the case by the introduction of totally 
irrelevant arguments, he endeavoured to draw Mr. Jones as to 
the prices of pure cocoa, and demanded that he should give 
names of firms supplying such. Mr. Jones very properly refused 
to answer the question, and was supported by the stipendiary. 
As an example of the arguments advanced by Messrs. Frys’ 
solicitor, we may instance the usual one of the cocoa of com- 
merce, which Mr. Cross introduced by saying that “he was 
bound to call his worship’s attention to the fact that, according 
to Dr. Bell, pure cocoa already contained 8 per cent. of starch,” 
and “by cocoa, is usually meant, not absolutely pure cocoa, but 
the “cocoa of commerce.” The entire contention of Mr. Cross was 
demolished by the actual defendant who, on being examined, 
stated that “she would be very much surprised if somebody told 
her that ‘‘ Pearl” cocoa was not cocoa.” We confess to a feeling 
of the greatest surprise that a firm of the reputation of Messrs. 
Fry and Sons should continue to label this starch, sugar, and 
cocoa, under the title Pearl Cocoa. It would te only fair to the 
public and to grocers, and would save Messrs. Fry and Sons a 
great amount of trouble, were the articles to be properly 
Jabelled in the order of their constituents. The public would 
then know what they are buying, and grocers what they are 
selling, which, as was clearly proved by the evidence of Klizabeth 
dog the defendant in the present instance, they do not now 

now. 





VINEGAR FROM AcETIC AcID.—A WARNING TO GROCERS. 


Tn our issue of January 14th, we commented upon a circular 
issued by a London firm inviting the trade to make vinegar from 
acetic acid. We warned the trade against being the dupes of 
any such advertisers, and said that when found out, they would 
have to pay the piper. An instance from Wolverhampton 
shows that the practice is in vogue, Susannah Whitestone, was 
prosecuted for selling vinegar from a barrel labelled, “ Steven’s 
Gloucester pure vinegar, warranted genuine,’ which on analysis 
was found to be adulterated, not more than 30 per cent. being 
from pure malt, and the remainder from acetic acid and sugar. 
The defendant was convicted, Inspector Blanton proving the 
purchase, and the public analyst the adulteration. The public 
analyst stated that this case was the first he had known of 
vinegar so made. Inspectors inother parts of the country would 
do well to take samples of vinegar, as it is probable that a large 
amount of this acetic acid vinegar is being sold instead of the 
real article. 





THE REMUNERATION OF Pusiic ANALYSTS. 


We commented last week upon the rate Hull pays for its 
analyses. The following letter shows how Cork treats its public 
analyst. By the side of the Irish city the English borough 
shows up very badly indeed :— 


To the EDITOR of the CORK CONSTITUTION. 


Sir,—In your issue of this day, a correspondent, who signs himself 
Thomas Gibbs, is pleased to allude to the city analyst and his work. 
In justice to myself I must state for the information of the public 
that the analyst receives £100 a year, and has in return to execute 
100 analyses. Any analysis which the Public Health Department 
chooses to send over and above that number are to be paid for as 
extra work. For the three years ending June 30th, 1892, there were 
submitted for analysis 311 samples, that is, 11 extra in three years ; 
and since June 30th, 1892, till present date, seven months, there 
have been 72 analyses done. Anyone will see from the above 
figures that I have not done less work than I was paid for. On the 
contrary, I had to visit the reservoirs and inspect the filter tunnel, 
and examine most carefully the outputs from the different woollen 
factories, &c., which flow into the Lee and its tributaries. This 
visiting work occupied at least 12 days this summer. For all this 
extra work I never asked one penny, and when Alderman Dale, in 
recognition of my services freely given, proposed that the Water- 
works Committee, should remunerate me for this special work, I 
declined their offer. Of the 383 analyses executed in the 43 months 
since my appointment, 200 were waters. Further comment is need- 
less.— Yours, &c., D. J. O’Manony, F.C.8., City Analyst. 

Municipal Buildings, Cork, 27th January, 1893, . 





THE ConDENSED ‘‘SkImMED” MinK ScAnpDAL. 


The danger of allowing the sale of these spurious milks as at 
present carried on receives fresh testimony daily. At the last 
meeting of the St. Saviour’s Board of Works, Dr. Bodmer, 
public analyst, reported that he had analysed several samples of 
condensed milks, and that some of the substances sold as con- 
densed milk were such as if used for children would have a very 
harmful effect. 





Too Many Pits. 


An inquest was held at Bristol, says the Bristol Times, 
on the death of Daniel Cuotin, aged 82, a clothier, living 4t 
90, St. Michael’s-hill. Fanny Goodfellow, housekeeper to the 
deceased, said he was unwell on January 5th, when he took four 
Beecham’s pills, The next night he took two more, and on the 
following day he was very bad with severe diarrhoea. Witness 
wanted to send for a doctor, but deceased would not consent 
until two days after, when Dr. Macleod was sent for, and had 
been in attendance since. He had been ia the habit of taking 
pills for some time. Dr. Donald Macleod, of 4, King-square, 
testified to attending the deceased, who was suffering from 
drastic purging, with other complications. He lingered on in a 
semi-delirious condition until January 12th, when, congestion of 
the lungs setting in, deceased died from exhaustion. The verdict 
returned was in accordance with the medical evidence. 





Disputed Gin CASE. 


We learn from the Essex County Chronicle that Messrs, 
Hawkes and Co, the well-known brewers of Bishop 
Stortford, have stigmatised as “grossly false” the statement 
which was made about them at the last sitting of the Harlow 
Bench, by James Kitley, an innkeeper, of Hatfield Broad Oak, 
Kitley was charged with selling adulterated gin, and in defence, 
he stated that he sold the gin—which was 40 degrees under 
proof—just as he received it from Messrs. Hawkes and Co; 
On Saturday, Mr. C. V. Thornycroft appeared before the Harlow 
justices, on behalf of Messrs. Hawkes, and gave a blank denial 
to the statement. The gin which was sent to Kitley, he said, 
was only 30 degrees below proof, this being five degrees over the 
minimum strength allowed by the Actof Parliament. A sample 
of gin from the vat from which Kitley was served had since 
been analysed, and was shown to be well over the limits allowed. 





Meat. 
The Birmingham Daily Gazette says :— 


“One of the burning questions discussed at the recent National 
Agricultural Conference in London, stands a very good chance of 
being brought to the notice of Parliament in the coming session. 
This is the matter of compelling all vendors of foreign meat to 
either label every piece which is not British-fed, or to display in their 
shops a placard stating that foreign meat is sold there. Probably 
it does not matter much which course is pursued; either would teach 
persons who want home-grown meat what establishments to avoid, 
and would inform those who desire the cheaper, but often hardly 
inferior foreign product, where it can be obtained. At any rate an 
effort is to be made to extend the operation of the Food and Drugs 
Act to this department of our food supply, and from the support 
promised on a previous occasion, to a member who had a bill of this 
kind drafted, it is believed it would be welcomed on both sides of the 
House. It?is indeed high time that the present unobstructed road 
to fraud in this respect should be blocked, and it is to be hoped that 
the measure when introduced will not meet with that fate.” 





CURIOUS ADULTERATION PROSECUTIONS. 


WOOL AND COTTON TRADES CLOTHING. 

At the Mansion House, London, on the 23rd ult., Mr. Daniel 
Nicholson, silk mercer, of St. Paul’s-churchyard, was summoned 
before the Lord Mayor for selling on Jan. 6 certain goods to which a 
false trade description had been applied ; and also for applying on 
the same day a false trade description to the same goods, contrary to 
the Merchandise Marks Act.—Mr. Avory, in opening the case, said 
the law had been put in motion by Dr. Jaeger’s Sanitary Wool 
Company. On {Jan. 6 there were exhibited in the windows of the 
defendant’s premises in St. Paul’s-churchyard, articles of ladies 
underclothing with a ticket attached to them describing them as “ all 
wool.” One of the garments was priced 4s. 11d. On the same day 
there were also exposed for sale bodices, which were labelled ‘“ pure 
wool,” the price of which was ls. 114d. A witness purchased one 
of the articles which were described as pure wool, and itjwas found 
that it was very largely adulterated with cotton. A letter was 
written by the solicitors to Dr. Jaeger’s company to the defendant, 
who replied that he had taken steps as would prevent a repetition of 
the occurrence before the receipt of the complaint, and that the sale 
was effected by an assistant without Mr. Nicholson’s authority or 
knowledge during the pressure of the Christmas sale.—Evidence in 
support of Mr, Avory’s statement was given.—Mr. Geoghegan said 
the goods were supplied to Mr. Nicholson by a house which was 
above suspicion. He submitted that on the evidence for the 
prosecution, the summonses ought to be dismissed.—Mr. Nicholson 
was called as a witness, and stated that he knew nothing at all 
about the matter, and directly his attention was called to the tickets 
they were removed.—In the result, the Lord Mayor dismissed both 
summonses, because, he said, the defendant had shown that in 
applying a false trade description he had acted without intent to 
defraud, and in regardjto the selling of the articles that hejcame within 
the exceptions provided by the Merchandise Marks Act.—Two other 
summonses for selling similar garments on a later day were 
adjourned for the complainants to consider whether they would 
proceed with them after the Lord Mayor’s decision.—Mr. Geoghegan 
applied for costs, but the Lord Mayor declined the application. 


February 4, 1898. 


FOOD, DRUGS, AND DRINK. | 9- 








ANALYSTS’ REPORTS. 


Mr. A. W. Blyth, Medical Officer of Health and Public Analyst 
for Marylebone, reports for December as follows :— 

There have been analysed during the quarter ending December 31st, 
1892, 125 samples of food and drink. Of the 53 samples ‘of milk 
ae adulterated, and prosecutions instituted with the following 
results :— ' 

W. Brown, of South-grove, Bow. The sample was deprived of 
cream and starchy matter added. A previous conviction in a neigh- 
bouring parish was proved, and the magistrate fined the vendor £20 
and costs. A summons was taken out against E. Knight, of 30, Upper 

William-street, for selling milk adulterated by the addition of 25 per 
cent. of water: the summons has not yet been served, for the defen- 
dant has left the parish and cannot be found. W. Peters, of 33, 
Boston-street, was fined £2 and costs for selling a sample of milk 
adulterated with 16 per cent. of water. Pickering, of 15, Union- 
street, was fined 10s. and costs for selling a sample of milk adulte- 
rated with 10 per cent. of water. 


——- 


At the meeting of the Nottinghamshire County Council on the 
24th ult., the Food and Drugs, Weights and Measures, and Ex- 
plosive Acts Committee reported that they had had before them the 
quarterly report of the Chief Inspector, with reference to the ad- 
ministration of the Food and Drugs Acts in the county. The 
county analyst had reported that during the past quarter 30 samples 
of food and drink had been submitted to him for analysis, viz., 
15 of spirits, 7 of milk, 2 each of butter, pepper, and sweets, and 1 
each of tea and coffee. Yourteen of the samples of spirits were 
genuine, and one was adulterated with 19 per cent. of added water 
beyond the limit allowed by the Act. The vendor in this case was 
fined £4 4s. The analyst remarked that the limits of dilution of 
spirits laid down by the Sale of Food and Drugs (Amendment) Act, 
viz., 25 per cent. for whisky, brandy, and rum, and 35 per cent. for 
gin were quite rigid, and permitted no allowance for evaporation 
that might take place, and thus still further weaken the spirit after 
it was broken down by the publican. He pointed out that it was 
therefore most essential that the publican should not go too near the 
limit. In the experience of the analyst the publican at present 
watered down to the utmost legal extent, and thus if he disregarded 
the temperature at the time of the weakening down and the subse- 
quent evaporation, he ran very great risk of coming into collision 
with the Act of Parliament. To be on the safe side the analyst con- 
sidered the dilution should not be carried beyond 20 and 30 degrees 
under proof respectively. Of the two samples of butter one was 
quite genuine, and the other was almost certainly adulterated with 
at least 10 per cent. of margarine. In the latter case the analyst re- 
frained from giving a certificate of adulteration, as the analysts of 
Somerset House, to whom the vendor was entitled, under the Act, to 
submit the sample, adopted so wide a margin for butter and milk, 
that most cases of adulteration to a moderate extent would be passed 
by them. The whole of the other samples analysed during the 
quarter were genuine. 

Major-General Warrand moved the adoption of the report. 

Mr. Barber seconded the resolution. 

Major Robertson called attention to the fact that there was a case 
in which the analyst had found butter was adulterated, and yet no 
prosecution was instituted. 

Major-General Warrand said there was not a large adulteration in 
the case referred to. The analyst thought it amounted to about 
10 per cent. of margarine, but the authorities of Somerset House were 
disposed to take a more merciful view of the matter. Under the 
circumstances the analyst would not give a certificate of adulteration. 

‘Lord Belper hoped that the inspectors would. not relax their 
vigilance in regard to this matter, for the adulteration of butter was 
getting a very serious question. Some County Councils had caused 
special inquiries to be made in regard to the stuff sold as margarine 
and butter. He hoped that despite what had been said Colonel 
Storey would not be put off from making investigations in as many 
cases as was thought desirable. 

Mr. F. Whyatt thought it would be well if the Somerset House 
authorities caused a sample of the butter to be taken from bulk at 
the port of arrival. It was quite right that an inspection should be 
made in the county by the inspectors acting under the Council, 
but tradesmen were often placed in a most difficult position. A man 
might have four or five casks invoiced to him as containing butter, 
and before he got it on his counter for sale he might have no chance 
of ascertaining if it had had 10 per cent. of margarine mixed with 
it. More stringent precautions might, he thought, have to be taken 
in regard to the wholesale men. 

Mr. J. G. Branston said the Acts under which proceedings were 
taken in such cases as these had been passed with the intention of 
protecting the public against adulteration. If the retailer was 
imposed upon as had been suggested he had his remedy against the 
wholesale dealer. 

The report was adopted. 





Mr. W. F. Keating, Stock public Analyst to the County of Durham 
County Council, reports that during the past quarter he has analysed 
147 samples, of which 26 were adulterated, the percentage of adulter- 
ation being 17°68. Mr. Stock states that these samples were received 
from the inspectors as follows :—Chief Inspector B. Scott-Elder, 44 
samples; Inspector Dunn, 41 samples, and Inspector LaidJow, 42 
samplese The Inspector for the Borough of Stocton-on-Teos sent 


16 samples, and the Inspector for the Felling Board of Health, 4 
samples. Of lard adulteration Mr. Stock reports ‘that since the 
close attention given to this article in 1888 and 1889 there has been 
almost a total disappearance of this fraud from the country, the 
samples that reached me being pure. There is now, however, quite a 
revival on foot, several adulterated lards having reached me from 
other quarters. It is a most ingenious cheat, there being nothing 
whatever in the appearance of the article to lead to suspicion.” As 
usual the magistrates show a scandalous leaning towards the en- 
couragement of fraud in food stuffs, the penalties being mainly 
2s. 6d. to 10s. ones. There are only two of £2 and three of £5 each, 
and the total penalties, for twerity-four prosecutions the fines only 
yielded £24 13s. 6d., which is discreditable in the extreme to the 
magistrates who tried the cases. 





The report of Dr. Muter, the county analyst to the Lindsey 
County Council, for the quarter ending December 31st, 1892, says: 
Of two samples of coffee received from the Gainsborough dis- 
trict, one contuined 80 per cent. of chicory, and the other 50 per 
cent. of chicory. Two samples of cheese and three of bread were 
genuine ; from the Alford district one sample of coffee was “ all 
chicory,” and other ;samples of whiskey, coffee, butter, confec- 
tionery, and gin were genuine. Of the samples from the Caistor 
district, 43 per cent. were adulterated, from Barton-on-Humber 
43 per cent. were adulterated. All the samples from the Grimsby 
district were genuine, 284 per cent. of the samples from the 
Brigg district were adulterated, and 25 per cent. from the 
Epworth district were adulterated. The samples analysed in- 
ae whiskey, coffee, arrowroot, rum, butter, gin, milk, and 
bread. 


Pm Ss 


FOOD AND DRUGS INSPECTORS’ REPORTS. 


Mr. B. Scott Elder, Chief Inspector Food and Drugs and 
Weights and Measures Acts for the Durham County Council, in 
his quarterly report says :—‘‘ It is now a common practice for 
the wholesale *dealers—who are beginning to recognize their 
responsibility in the matter—to appear at the hearing by their 
own legal advisers specially acquainted with the article in ques- 
tion, and the defences set up are novel and ingenious, but in 
almost every instance ineffective.” Somerset House secured the 
dismissal of a case of coffee adulteration, their certificate differ- 
ing to a considerable extent from that of the county analyst. 

Spirit adulteration seems to have been rigorously looked after, 
and samples were bought from “ tied” and “ free” houses, 36 
adulterated samples coming from the “ tied” ones as against 24 
from “ free” houses, The Finance Committee have fixed the value 
coffee at 1s. 8d. per lb., and chicory at 6d., and have directed the 
chief inspector to take proceedings in every case in which, taking 
these values as a standard, the proportions are to the prejudice 
of the purchaser, except in cases of specially prepared mixtures 
where the ingredients have the proportions clearly and legibly 
marked upon the packet. The County Council instructed their 
clerk to write to the Local Government Board, urging the need 
of an amendment to the law, making it compulsory that all 
traders should mark in legible characters the exact proportions 
of coffee and chicory contained in such mixtures on each package 
or tin. The Somerset County Council asked the support of 
the Durham County Council to a bill compelling vendors of 
foreign and colonial cheese to label it as such when exposed 
for sale, which support the Durham Council has given. 


PUBLIC HEALTH REPORTS. 

It would be of interest to know what duties The Right Hon. 
W. H. Fowler, considers he ought to perform in return for the 
handsome salary he takes from the taxpayers. Following the 
masterly inactivity shown in regard to the Mersey and Irwell 
pollutions, there comes the case of the Durham County Council. 
Alderman Storey, M.P., asked Mr. Fowler to receive a deputa- 
tion appointed by the council to wait upon him respecting the 
pollution of rivers. Mr. Fowler's reply was, that he not think 
any advantage would be gained by the attendance of the depu- 
tation, and he gave no appointment. The council’s attention 
has been drawn to the pollution of the river Wear at Durham by 
the sewage of the city, the effluents from soap works and carpet 
works, and heaps of manufacturing waste and rubbish thrown on 
the river banks. The County Council has made several com- 
plaints to the Co-operative Stores Co. 7e the Soap Works, and 
asked the Durham Corporation to exercise its powers, but 
without avail. A formal complaint is now to be made to the 
Local Government Board, asking for a public enquiry, which 
will give the Local Government Board opportunity for showing 
the County Council still further how not to do it. 














From a report of the medical officer of health tc the Edinburgh 
Public Health Committee, it appears that during December there had 
been 87 seizures of unsound meat in the city, representing 13,534 Ib. 
of beef, 1,385 lb. of mutton, and 524 lb. of veal. Of that there was 
consigned from the city 8,326 lb., and from the county 7,117 lb. No 
seizures had been made during the month in any shop in the city, 
with the exception of one sheep carcass, which was a poor carcass, 
and was surrendered at once to the officers. 
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“UTILISATION OF W 


We learn from our contemporary, the Chemical Trade Journal, 
‘that at the last meeting of the Manchester section of the Society 
of Chemical Industry, Mr. J. Carter Bell, hon. secretary and 
‘public analyst for Salford, read a paper on the utilisation of 
skim milk for manufacturing purposes.’ Mr. Carter Bell said :— 
“Many would think, that skim milk had very little to do with 
‘manufacturing chemistry or the scientific chemist. His atten- 
_tion had been called to it in connection with the Rivers Pollu- 
tion Act. A large firm of cheesemakers in Shropshire were in 
- the habit of sending all the whey and skim milk which could not 
be used for their pigs into the nearest river. He was applied to 
_for information as to the best means of utilising these waste 
_ products. Two methods had presented themselves to him. The 
first was an invention for making all kinds of buttons, door 
_ knobs, electric lighting furniture, umbrella handles, and many 
sundry small things from lactite, a substance made from skim- 
-milk. Mr. Bell explained the details of the process, and ex- 
hibited various finished articles. A large factory was fitted up 
near Manchester for the manufacture of lactite, but he was in- 
-formed that up to the present time it had not been a financial 
success, for the articles which had been made, such as buttons, 
readily broke in pieces on the slightest touch, or often on none 
-at all. He could not see how lactite buttons and handles could 
compete with the time-honoured and well-tried bone articles, 
Still, in cases where the skim-milk had to be thrown away, the 
British farmer might find it profitable to turn it into lactite, 
which, when well prepared, would last for any time. 
The second process which he had been experimenting with 
was to convert the skim-milk, or whey into a portable article 
of food, for, as was well-known, it was impossible to send 
skim-milk or whey at a_ profit to distant . towns. 
Therefore some simple process by which the farmers could get 
rid of the waste at a small cost, and leave a résidue rich in 
nitrogenous matter, was a thing very much to be desired. Some 
specimens which Mr. Bell produced were, he said, made from 
skim-milk and whey. The name given to the compound was 
Lactoserin, the article being produced in a variety of ways as 
food for man, cattle, and poultry. The manufacture of these 
-products ought to possess great interest for the British farmer, 
for it would enable him to turn to marketable value what had 
too often been a waste product. This manufacture of dry curds 
and serin could be carried on-at small places as well as large, but 
it would be more economical to work 1,000 gallons than it would 
be to work 100. It had been estimated that the manufacture 
of the dry curds would not cost more than about one farthing a 
gallon for theskim-milk used. The serin was manufactured by 
evaporating skim milk and whey together in different proportions 
for different purposes. A special evaporating vessel was required, 
which would hold about 250 gallons, and this cost in Sweden 
(where the process was worked) £55. A machine for the stirring 
up of the mass as it was cooling down would cost £10, for the 
size corresponding to the 250 gallons. The cheapness and sim- 
plicity of the process should recommend it to the agriculturist. 





WATER IN IRISH BUTTER. 





ImborRTANT PROSECUTION. 





At Limerick the Mayor, Aldermen, and Burgesses of Limerick 
prosecuted John Ryan, Gurtashane, Newport, county Tipperary, on 
the 16th ult., for having on the 16th November exposed for sale, at 
the public markets at Limerick, a firkin of butter, same being unfit 
for human food. In a second summons defendant was charged with 
exposing for sale a firkin of butter, adulterated with 22} per cent. of 
water. Mr. TL. 8. Connolly, solicitor, appeared for the prosecution ; 
Mr. James Coffey, solicitor, for the defendant. 

Mr. Connolly said he appeared in a dual capacity as prosecuting 
for the Corporation and for the Butter Merchants’ Association. The 
butter trade of the country was at present seriously embarrassed in 
all the English markets, owing to the adulteration practised. Buyers 
here were not able to analyse the quantity of water in butter, and 
those with whom they dealt in Manchester were summoned for selling 
the butter with 15 per cent of water, of the presence of which he was 
not aware. At the present moment there was a memorial awaiting 
the Chief Secretary from the traders of Tipperary, Limerick, Ennis, 
Tralee, and other places, having reference to this grievance. The 
Chief Secretary had consented to hear a deputation from the mer- 
chants, who would be backed up by the Manchester merchants, in 
trying to get this matter put down. 

Evidence having been gone into, it was stated ky Mr. Forrest that 
the butter had been condemned by Dr. Shanahan in the first 
instance, and afterwards by Dr. Cameron. 

Mr. Coffey said he would produce} evidence to show that there was 
no intention of trying to perpetrate a fraud. Defendant had joined 
with other farmers in making butter, and the adulteration, iffy 
was in the butter supplied by the others. fx 
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_ Mrs. Ryan gave evidence to bear out Mr. Coffey’s statement. 
Mr. Matthew Coffey, broker, stated he was in the habit of selling 
butter for years, and he had never seen better butter than that gen- 
erally supplied by Mr. Ryan. Mr. Bassett—You did not’see this: 
butter? Witness—No; I was ill at the time. Mr. Coffey—Do you 
believe the butter was bad? Witness—I often sold worse butter. I 
sold worse last Saturday. Mr. Conolly—I am very sorry for it. 
That is the misfortune of the trade. Do you think if is -to the ad-- 
vantage of the country that you should have butter adulterated with 
23 per cent. of water? Witness—I would be the last man 
in the world that would like to see water in it, but I am of 
‘opinion that the butter sent up to. Sir-Charles Cameron, did not get 
fair play. ‘ 
A fine of 20s. and 12s. 6d. costs was inposed in the first case. The 
butter to be confiscated. \ 


In the second summons Mr. Coffey, solicitor, contended that 
under the Act of Parliament it was imperative on the magistrates to 
dismiss the case, as in the case of any perishable article the summons 
should be served within twenty days. It should also be proved that 
the butter was actually sold. ; ey 2 

The Mayor said a strong point was that the butter was six weeks 
before it was analysed. This would be avoided if they had a city 
analyst. 

Considerable discussion took place as to whether butter was a 
perishable article within the meaning of the act, and the bench 
unanimously ruled against Mr. Coffey’s point. Wa 

Mr. Connolly congratulated Mr. Coffey on the wonderful ingenuity 
he had displayed in raising a point which had not been raised before. 
Every effort was being made by the Corporation and markets’ 
officials to put down fraudulent practices, but they wanted to be sup- . 
ported by a strong bench. 


Alderman Gaffney—I agree with you as to a strong bench, but the 
Officials are not wary enough. 


Mr. Connolly said at the next meeting of the Markets’ Trustees he 
should feel it his duty to bring under their notice that one of the — 
principal brokers going into the markets said worse butter than that 
had often been sold there. 


A fine of ten shillings and costs of court was imposed. 
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IMPORTANT DRUGS PROSECUTIONS AT GLASGOW. 








At Glasgow Sheriff Summary Court on the 30th ult., before Sheriff 
Birnie, Dr. John Falconer Murison, surgeon, 135, London-street, pleaded 
guilty to having, on 14th December, sold to Inspectors Inglis and 
Murray, of the Sanitary Department, twelve powders which, according 
to’ the prescription, contained Calomelanos and Pulv. _ Scammon Virg., 
but which on analysis were found to contain on an average 25 per 
cent. of extraneous starch. 

Mr. J. Locke Anderson, writer, who appeared for the respondent, 
said that he had a shopman and an assistant, and everything was 
dispensed with the greatest care. The shopman’s house was 
connected with the shop by telephone. When the inspectors came 
in the assistant was in charge. The prescription was a very simple 
one, being a slight drastic medicine, costing a few pence. All that 
happened was that the assistant, instead of giving pure Scammon, _ 
gave that which contained a proportion of starch. The assistant 
telephoned to the shopman, who came and offered to put the 
matter right. He caused the assistant to go over the different 
articles which he hadjused, and ascertained that he had given Res 
Scammon, instead of Virg. Scammon. The question of cost did not 
come into the case at all. 

The Sheriff said that that was all very well. if they sold only a 
dozen powders, but when they sold one or two hundred it was 
different. He imposed a fine of £2 2s. 

William Austin Ward, druggist, 31, Norfolk Street, admitted 
haying, on the same date, sold to the same officers, twelve powders 
nominally containing salicylic acid, but which on analysis was 
found to contain 8 per cent. of cresotic acid, which is extraneous to 
salicylic acid. 

The respondent said that he sold the article as he received it. 

Mr. Peter Fyfe, sanitary inspector, stated that there were two 
kinds of salicylic acid, the natural and that made from crude 
carbolic acid, which was sold considerably cheaper. In a case 
against another druggist in the city which had been before the 
Court, Professor Charteris had stated that even 24 per cent. of this 
creosotic acid was dangerous to health and life. Mr. Fyfe added that 
he had no doubt the respondent received the article in the same way 
from the wholesale house as he sold it. 

The Sheriff, remarking that he hoped this 


prosecution would put 
an end to the sale of this dangerous article, 


imposed a fine of £3 3g. 





NOTICE. 

Tue Nditors beg to thank the many Public Analysts, Medical 
Officers of Health, Sanitary Inspectors, and Inspectors under 
the Food-and Drugs’ Acts, who have sent reports, notes of cases» 
and written approving of the objects of Foop, Drugs aNnp 
Drink, and will be glad if Public Analysts and Medical Officers 

of Health generally will oblige by sending regularly their reports 
Vand such cases of importance as occur in their districts, . 
“46%; : 7 
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“Wy Baby was Dyi i 
y Baby was Dying ! 

“Kindly post me to-morrow WITHOUT fail, for an invalid baby, another: 4-lb, tin “FRAME FOOD’ DIET, 
- for which money is enclosed. 1 consider it simply INVALUABLE ; MY BABY WAS DYING of DEBILITY, nothing ° 
suited him, and in FIVE WEEKS it has made him thoroughly healthy and strong.” - : 


| Above is not an ordinary testimonial, but an extract from letter received from Mrs. CRAWSHAW, KinKHAmpron,. Srrarton, Nort Devon 


| WHEAT PHOSPHATES NOURISH BRAIN and FRAME, FORM BONE, TEETH and MUSCLE, and ENRICH the BLOOD 
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Is a Cooked Food, Is made of the me 
strengthened with the 

“FRAME FOOD” EXTRACT of WHEAT PHOS- | “FRAME FOOD” EXTRACT of WHEAT PHOS- 

PHATES, and therefore the PHATES and PURE CANE SUGAR, and is therefore § 


| For Peeters Ua ebro pel ay a MOST NOURISHING; it is DELICIOUS eaten as jam on 
| For INVALIDS ; Restorative and Te acoestin ares tii bread and butter, an excellent substitute for MALT EXTRACT, 


}For ADULTS ; A Delicious Breakfast and Supper Dish ; being CHEAPER, NICER, and more NOURISHING. 


Increases Vigour, Restores Strength. 


}-/b. Sample in handsome enamelled Tin sent free on receipt of 3d. to 
* cover postage. 


Sold by Grocers, Chemists, &., in Tins, 1 Ib. at 1s., 4 lbs. at 3s. 9d., 
or sent carriage paid by Sample I 1b. jar sent post free for 10d. by 


FRAME FOOD CoO., LD., Lombard Road, BATTERSEA, LONDON, S.W. 










“Frame Food’ Jelly costs 7d. per lb., Malt Extract costs 3s. 


. Sold by Chemists, Grocers, &c., in jars about 1 lbs., at 1s. 


KINGSFORD’S 


HAMAMELIS 


BTEDICATED PAPER 


FOR THE W.C. 3 
KINGSFORD & CO., 54, Piccadilly, LONDON, W. 


THE BEST FOOD FOR COLD WEATHER IS 


EDWARDS DESICCATED SOUP. 


IN FOUR VARIETIES. 
BROWN-—Beef and carefully selected garden Vegetables. GRAVINA—EDWARDS’ Gravy Powder. 
WHITE VEGETABLE-—4A purely Vegetable Preparation. 
DESICCATED SOUP—TOMATO— Containing all the valuable, agreeable, and health-giving properties 
of 


the fresh tomato, perfect and unimpaired. 
Sold by all respectable Grocers, &c. | Cookery Book, post free. __Sorm Manuracrurrrs— 


FREDERICK KING & CO., 8-6, CAMOMILE STREET, LONDON, E.C. 


Awarded a Silver Medal at the International Health Exhibition, 1884. 


TUSON’S DISINFHCTANTS. 








AUTHORISED BY arm H.M. BOARD OF TRADE. 
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er 
Used largely by the CITY OF LONDON for deodorising the wood pavements, market purposes, etc. ; also by the LONDON 
COUNTY COUNCIL, Hornsey, Beckenham Grantham, Doncaster and other Local Boards, Hospitals, Railways, etc. 
No household should be without them, as they destroy not merely mask bad smells. 


The Medical Officer of Health and Public Analyst for the City of London (Dr. SEDGWICK SAUNDERS, 


, in an oficial report to the Commissioners of Sewers as far back as 1889, states as follows :—‘‘ During 


F.1.C 


the past summer months I have found ‘Tuson’s Distnrectina Fuurp’ extremely valuable for watering the public roadways, for which 


. F.C.S., F.S.A., etc.) 
purpose a 2 or 3 per cent. solution may be used.” ; 
P .B. -B.S., Principal Medical Officer of H.M. Local Government 
oe OER TRE Memerne ie ne Perce 26th, 1892, on BHPIDE MIC DISEASE advises 
the use of PERCHLORIDE OF MERCURY and SULPHUROUS ACID. 


A N.R.—Tuson’s Disinfectants contain these two substances in large quantities and various forms. 
Order of your Locul Chemist, and if not obtainable apply for Pamphlet and full particulars 


Now Charon Heat, orate’ City Offices: 186-7 Palmerston Buildings, Old Broad Street, E.C. 
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ENGLISH | eae PROVISIONS. = 
Rnglsh Rolled Ox Tongues, a Beef, ee: ee 
Dp lced Beet, “Zs ) | Brawn, bo, § iis ' 


ee: | Pressed Beet, cee ee WRITE. FOR PRICE List i 
J. & A. CARPENTER, Sutherland Place} Walworth, 8. E. q 


IMPORTANT TO ‘DOCTORS. 


SUPERIORITY OF SPANISH APERIENT WATERS OVER THE GERMAN. 


DR. WEX, official chemist to the town of Hambourg, places RUBINAT before the most vaunted of the German purgative waters :— ~ 
i In action the RUBINAT is unique, for while it is effective, having a special action upon the liver, it has none of the drastic and ‘oft- ices “vitating effects of pe 
* other aio which chiefly depend for their action upon the magnesian salts of which they are largely composed. : 
A lysis made by PROFESSOR BOUCHARDAT, in his lecture to the ences 9 of Medicine i in’ pay = 
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\S Sulphate of Soda : ’ 1485°361 
\ ” Potash ae walt F hoe oe tee ein 8548 
Ls mi Magnesia .. i D sie BE fois 60 301 
Lime * ee a eae ook eli he al e» © 29°984 
Chloride of Sodium eee An oe 4 81°708 
ATION Silica, Alumina, Ferric of Oxide (traces) ee oe ee 56 462 
Fit: Total of Solids (in grains) - 1601-321 


The usual dose for obtaining a sure and non-irritating action from RUBINAT water is from half.to one wine glassful, to be taken in the morning, fasting ; the — 
water acts rapidly, especially if followed by a cup of tea or coffee. 

The RUBINAT aperient water is invaluable in all intestinal complaints, constipation, congestion, gastric fevers, accumulations of bile or other substances, and, 
generally, in all abdominal obstructions. 


RUBINAT 6%Si%c1 SPANISH APERIENT MINERAL WATER.) . 


THE ONLY ONE AUTHORISED BY THE ACADEMY OF MEDICINE OF PARIS. LARGE GOLD MEDAL. 
Sole Importers :—-E. GALLAIS & CO. 90O. Piccadilly, London, 
GENERAL DEPOT FOR MINERAL WATERS, ST. RAPHAEL WINE, etc. 


WHISKY FOR THE GOUTY AND DIABETIC. 
FINEST OLD SCOTCH 


C AVEN| DISH (16 YEARS ja 
WHISKY. 


BONDED AND BOTTLED’ BY. . \@ 
CAVENDISH, EDENBOROUGH & CO., 4, CULLUM STREET, LONDON, E.C. — 


Obe Sanitary Record 





w. 





(SPECIAL DIETETIC) 





GOLD MEDAL,. LONDON, 1885. 
GOLD MEDAL, BRUSSELS EXHIBITION, 1888. 


DIPLOMA OF HONOUR (Highest Award), FOOD EXHIBITION, Ne cay 

- 1889, J 

Information Useful to Householders and all " 

M FE R E D ITH G D R EW Interested in Maintaining Public, Personal and — 
(AMALGAMATED) Social Health. 


HIGH-CLASS BISCUITS & CAKES, 


ESPECIALLY ADAPTED FOR LICENSED VICTUALLERS§, 
HOTEL PROPRIETORS & REFRESHMENT CONTRACTORS. 


‘Their various manufactures are made from the finest material, and 
manipulated by machinery of the highest order. 


Vans TO ALL Parts Dairy. 


“Office and Works:-—SHADWELL, E. 


PRICE LISTS ON APPLICATION. 


eee eee EEE Ee ee eee 
Printed for the Proprietors and Published by Fzx1x Joszrn Tuomrson, for the Foon, Drues, anp Drink Newsparer Company, at their Offices, 
All communications to be addressed to the Editors. 


183, Strand, London, W.C. 





60, St. Martin’s Lane, W.C. 


| Annual Subscription (including postage throughout the 


world), 10s.; Single Copies 6d., post free 7d. 


The “Diary,” price 2s. 6d., presented to Annual 
Subscribers. 


| Published on the 1st and 15th of each Month, at i 
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